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TO THE READER. 


T has been obſerved that Chriſtianity, by being com- 

municated to mankind in the hiſtoric form, poſſeſſes 
ſome advantages which perhaps could not ſo well be 
attained in any other way, It is founded upon facts, 
and it is the proper province of hiſtory to record thoſe 
facts, which the Goſpel hiſtorians have related with a 
diſtinguiſhed and unexampled fimplicity : and where ſim- 
plicity of narration prevails, the preſumption is, that 
perſpicuity muſt accompany it. Indeed, they ſeem to 
be ſo nearly allied, as to be almoſt, if not altogether, 
inſeparable, 


It may perhaps ſeem ſtrange to aſſert, that the various 
and diſcordant opinions of different ſects of Chriſtians, 
concerning the true meaning of the ſacred Writers, is no 
proof that they are deficient in perſpicuity ; but the truth 
is, they have not had juſtice done them. They have 
written an hiſtory, which every man diſtinguiſhes by the 
appellation of the Goſpe! Hiftory, and which they evidently 
intended ſhould be conſidered as an Hiftory, This 
natural and obvious mode of ſtudying the Holy Scrip- 
tures, has been too much overlooked, and, upon tne 
ſubject of the enſuing pages, has, in no one inſtance that 
has fallen within the ſphere of the Author's knowledge, 
been ſufficiently attended to. Hence the difficulties with 
which the minds of men have hitherto been perplexed in 
aſcertaining the true meaning of our Lord, or of his 
hiſtorians : hence the objections which the adverſaries of 
Chriſtianity have raiſed againſt it. 


The 


pO NE — 


PREFACE. 


The enquiry which is here preſented to the reader, 
with a view to obviate theſe difficulties, and to anſwer 
theſe objections, has been conducted with a cloſe atten- 
tion to the ſacred Writers as Hiſtorians, If it has been 
ſucceſsful, the merit is due to them for their accuracy 
and perſpicuity- not to the ſagacity of the Author, To 
himſelf the enquiry has been attended with the greateſt 
ſatisfaction- and he now waits, with a becoming defer- 
ence, the ſentence of his judges, If he has taken up the 
ſubject in a proper light, he has no doubt (though he 
may have failed in ſome inſtances, in the execution) 
that the Scripture doctrine, concerning the coming of 
Chriſt, will, ere long, be viewed as one of the brighteſt 
internal evidences of the truth of Chriſtianity, and the 
true key to a more accurate knowledge of the ſacred 
writings. If he is wrong, he truſts he ſhall ever be 
open to conviction, and ready to acknowledge that he 
js miſtaker., 
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p. 10. line 19. for primive read primitive. 
p. 36. line 13. for are read is. 

p. 36. directing line, for ſawvoureſt read thus. 
p. 48. line 8. for inte read into. | 
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The Scripture Doctrine of the Coming of 
CurisT, &c. 


— 


[ THEN Chriſtianity was firſt made 
known to the world, its divine 
Author delivered his doctrines, and exhi- 
bited the proofs of his miſſion, with unaf- 
fected ſimplicity. Satisfied of the intrinſic 
excellence of the one, and of the clearneſs 
and evidence of the other, he left them to 
produce their own effects upon the minds 
of his hearers, without attempting to illuſ- 
trate that excellence, or to ſhew that thoſe 
proofs were proper and concluſive. A very 
intelligent and ingenious writer has very 
properly termed this, our Lord's original 
manner, from which 1t does not appear that 
he ever deviated, but when oppoſition made 
it neceſlary,* When, however, objections 
were formed againſt his religion, he did 
not think it beneath the dignity of his 


character to engage in its defence, and to 


* See Gerard's Diſſertations, 


B employ 


BK 


employ the powers of reaſoning, to expoſe 
the weakneſs of thoſe objections, and the 
unreaſonableneſs of an oppoſition to him. 
Nor did he, in any one inſtance, expreſs 
any diſpleaſure at an inquiſitive turn of 
mind, when under the direction of a regard 
to truth. It was only when an inſidious 
and captious ſpirit were marked in their 
behaviour, too ſtrongly to be miſtaken by 
any one, that ſuch a conduct fell under 
his reprehenſion. So far was our Lord 
from requiring an implicit faith in his 
followers, that he directed them to ſearch 
the ſcriptures, and to examine for them- 
felves whether, or not, his doctrines were 
founded in truth. 


The ſame liberality of mind evidently 
actuated the great Apoſtle of the Gentiles, 
when he directed his converts to give a 
reaſon of the hope that was in them, and 
in the ſpirit of meekneſs to inſtruct thoſe 
who oppoſed the Chriſtian faith. 


As a candid ſtatement of any objections 
to Chriſtianity, manifeſtly was not offen- 
ſive to our Saviour himſelf, or to his more 
immediate diſciples—it ought not to be 
| dif- 


„„ 

diſpleaſing to any of its friends who come 
after them, from whatever quarter it may 
ariſe. Even they whoſe profeſſion leads 
them to conſider Chriſtianity in every poſ- 
ſible point of view in which it may be 
placed, may, I conceive, without violating 
the duties of that profeſſion, ſometimes 
think it proper to communicate their dif- 
ficulties to the public, with a view to a 
more accurate inveſtigation, 


Had unbelievers confined their attacks 
upon Chriſtianity, within theſe juſt and 
reaſonable limits, the example of its great 
Author, and that of his Apoſtles, would 
not only have juſtified its friends, in treat- 
ing their conſcientious ſcruples, with all 
poſſible deference and reſpect, but would 
have laid them under an obligation of 
endeavouring to ſolve their difficulties (for 
difficulties there are in all ſciences) with 
all poſſible accuracy. But the ſmalleſt 
acquaintance with the Deiſtical Writers 
will ſnew, that they too often have had 
other objects in view than the ſatisfying 
of conſcientious ſcruples. Under the matk 
of friendſhip for the cauſe, they have fre- 
quently ſhewn their diſpoſition to under- 


.mine and to deſtroy it; and they have 
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demanded conceſſions, which they well 


knew, if granted, would effectually ruin 


its credit, with the diſcerning part of 
mankind. 


There is no writer of this, or perhaps 
of any age, who ſtands more diſtinguiſhed 
for this line of conduct than Mr. Gibbon, 
the celebrated Author of the Decline 
and Fall of the Roman Empire. His 
great abilities his extenſive knowledge 
and his elegant pen, eminently qualified 
him for becoming the champion of Infi- 
delity. And if he really believed Chriſ- 
tianity to be an impoſture—his taking a 
decided part againſt it, would, in my opi- 
nion, have been perfectly juſtifiable and 
manly—nay, a duty which he owed to 
truth and to the world. But to ſhelter 
himſelf under a profeſſion of Chriſtianity, 
and at the ſame time to do all in his 
power to convict it of falſhood and im- 
poſture, 1s, to ſay the leaſt, a conduct 
which is utterly unworthy of the grave 
hiſtorian, or the ingenuous ſearcher after 
truth.“ 

I with 


Mr. Gibbon, under the maſk of pretended reverence for 
Religion, expoics its ſetmiag imperfections. The compariſon 
theretore 
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I wiſh I could, conſiſtently with a regard 
to truth, exempt from this cenſure, the 
learned Dr. Thomas Edwards, author of 
a ſeries of Sermons lately preached before 
the Univerſity of Cambridge. His plan of 
pointing out to the deliberate attention of 
the learned and judicious ſuch important 
articles as appeared ro him to require a 
more accurate diſcuſſion than they have 
hitherto obtained, could not, 1f executed 
with impartiality, but have met with the 
approbation of the ſerious and rational 
Chriſtian, as well as of that of the ſober 


therefore which Voltaire*s adverſary (the Author of Letters 
to the Jews) draws between him and Shaftſbury, admirably 
ſuits our Hiſtorian, f | 


Shaftſbury, if we may believe ſome of his learned coun- 
trymen, was an enemy of Revelation, and the more dange- 
rous, becauſe in his attacks, he ſeems to profeſs reſpect. He 
never attacks it face to face, or with ſerious arguments, but 
with raillery and ironical reflections, which look as if they 
fell by chance, He continually proteſts that he firmly be- 
lieves all the facts and doctrines which are diſcovered by 
Revelation. He is convinced, that our Religion is divine, 
and our ſacred writings inſpired ; that every underſtanding 
mould bow down to them; and that none but libertines and 
profane men could abſolutely deny or diſpute the authority of 
a line or a ſyllable in theſe holy books, See Mr. Davis's 
reply to Mr, Gibbon's Vindication, page 165, from whence 
vis is taken. 
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Infidel. A judicious ſtatement of the points 
in debate between the hiſtorian of the 
Roman Empire, and his antagoniſts, and 
an accurate diſcrimination of the defects 
of the advocates for the Chriſtian cauſe, 
could not but have been of eſſential ſervice 
in promoting its beſt intereſts. But was 
it neceſſary, it may be aſked, to the exe- 
cution of this plan, to involve the advo- 
cates of Chriſtianity in one general and 
indiſcriminate cenſure to degrade them 
and their cauſe as low as poſſible, and to 
repreſent the hiſtorian of the Roman Em- 
pire, as inſulting and triumphing over his 
vanquiſhed enemies?“ Was it conſiſtent 
with the fairneſs and impartiality of a 
ſincere enquirer after truth, to aſſert, that 
we ought not to entertain any ſanguine 
hopes of ſucceſs in obviating one of the 
principal objections of the hiſtorian of the 
Roman empire, even though it had been 
true (which however I apprehend 1s far 
from being the caſe) that a Jortin had 
failed of ſucceſs in diſcuſſing a ſubject of 
theological or polite learning ? + Was it 
becoming the character of the grave divine 


* See Dr. Edwards's firſt Sermon, p. 4. 
e | 


to 
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to acquieſce in the ſolution of a difficulty, 
which he himſelf acknowledges may be 
treated with profane deriſion by the licen- 
tious ſcoffer, or oppoſed with argument 
by the ſturdy polemic, while he adds, with 
a ſneer that cannot be miſunderſtood, that 
it will be devoutly admitted by every pious 
Chriſtian, as proceeding from the autho- 
rity of an inſpired apoſtle and the beloved 
diſciple of Jeſus? * In a word could 
the learned preacher poſſibly be ignorant, 
when he ſubmitted it to the antagoniſt of 
the hiſtorian of the Roman Empire, moſt 
N \ earneſtly to conſider whether the real inte- 
reſts of Chriſtianity would not be more 
eſſentially promoted by conceding the ob- 
jection to his adverſary, relative to the 
coming of Chriſt, than by vainly attempt- 
ing to remove it that by ſuch a conceſ- 
ſion its eſſential intereſts would be totally 
; l abandoned ? + 


It cannot be ſurpriſing to any one, that 
a writer who ſo fully aud unequivocally | 
unfolds his ſentiments of Chriſtianity, 
ſhould deſcribe its advocates, as diſcover- | 


* See Dr. Edwards's 1ſt ſermon, p. p. 10 and 11, 
+ Dr, Edwards's 2d ſermon, p. 35. 
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ing but ſlender traces of profound and 
exquiſite erudition—of ſolid criticiſm and 
accurate inveſtigation, and as frequently diſ- 
gu os us by vague and inconcluſive reaſon- 
ing - by unſeaſonable banter and ſenſeleſs 
witticiſms—by unlettered bigotry and en- 
thuſiaſtic jargon—by futile cavils and illi- 
beral invectives ;* while he keeps wholly 
out of fight—the unfair and mutilated 
quotations—the glaring miſrepreſentations 
and the equally illiberal invectives that 
have, with ſo much juſtice, been laid to 
the charge of the hiſtorian of the Roman 
Empire by a Davis—a Chelſum and a 
Whitaker! But whatever may have been 
the defects of the advocates of Chriſtianity 
—a writer who will deſcend to ſuch deteſt- 
able arts, certainly deſerves neither the 
praiſe of a faithful hiſtorian, nor the pomp- 
ous title of a rriumphant Champion of 
Infidelity, ſo oſtentatiouſly beſtowed on him 
by our learned Univerſity Preacher. 


But however 1mproper and unbecoming 
the conduct of the adverſaries of Chriſti- 
anity, in their manner of attacking it, 
may have been, —ſtill it is incum- 
bent upon its advocates, if they would 


* See Dr, Edwards's 1ſt ſermon, p. 4. 
+ lbid. 
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evince themſelves to be its genyine friends, 
to give the cloſeſt attention to [their objec. 
tions, when they appear to have any real 
weight. I mean not, by this obſervation, 
to infinuate a want of zeal in the friends 
of Chriſtianity, in oppoſing the ſupporters 
of Infidelity. The numerous and able 
defences of our holy Religion, which adorn 
the Engliſh language, are unparallelled in 
any other country. But in ſo extenſive a 
field of controverſy, it will not be ſurpriſing 
that ſome topics have been leſsyerfeCtly 
conſidered, than they appear ob de- 
ſerved, A watchful adverſary, we may be 


aſſured, will not fail to point them out; 


and as the cauſe of Chriſtianity owes much 
of its preſent luſtre to the objections of 
former writers on the fide of Infidelity— 
ſo I doubt not, by the ſame means, it will 
{till continue to gain additional credit in 
the eyes of the diſcerning and impartial 
part of mankind. Fron a long attention 
to its evidences, I am convinced that it only 
wants to be fairly repreſented and accu- 
rately underſtood, to prove that its origin 
is from the God of truth, 


Among other ſubjects which the learned 
Univerſity Preacher has ſingled out for diſ- 
cuſſion 
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cuſſion—the ꝗcripture doctrine concerning 
the coming of M has, I think, very pro- 
perly been brought forward to the public 
attention, It has on all hands been allowed 
to be a ſubject of great difficulty, and if 
a judgment of its importance may be 
formed from the inſinuations of its adver- 
faries, or from the manner in which it 
has been underſtood by the moſt able 
divines, no ſubject ever claimed a more 
attentive conſideration! The eſſential in- 
tereſts of Chriſtianity are involved in the 
enquiry. | 


The objection of the hiſtorian of the 
Roman Empire upon this ſubject, when 
enumerating what he calls the ſecondary 
cauſes of the rapid progreſs of Chriſti- 
anity, 1s thus ſtated, 


t In the primive church, the influence 
© of truth was very powerfully ſtrength- 
„ ened by an opinion, which however 
«© jt may deſerve reſpect for its uſe- 
« fulneſs and antiquity, has not been 
« found agreeable to experience. It was 
*® univerſally believed that the end of the 
„ world and the kingdom of heaven were 
„at hand. The near approach of this 
« wonderful event had been predicted by 

„the 
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© the apoſtles; the tradition of it was 
e preſerved by their earlieſt diſciples, and 
te thoſe who underſtood in their literal 
« ſenſe, the diſcourſes of Chriſt himſelf, 
c were obliged to expect the ſecond and 
glorious coming of the Son of Man in 
the clouds, before that generation was 
totally extinguiſhed, which had beheld 
his humble condition upon earth. Yet, 
adds he, the revolution of ſeventeen cen- 
turies has inſtructed us not to preſs too 
| cloſely the myſterious language of pro- 
« phecy and revelation,” * 
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| Our learned Univerſity Preacher, tread- 
ing in the ſteps of the hiſtorian of the 
Roman Empire, mentions our Lord as 
expreſsly foretelling, that the generation 
then exiſting ſhould not be totally extin- 
guiſhed, till it had witneſſed his ſecond 
4 and glorious appearance in the clouds of 
heaven— Yet, ſays he, the records of hiſ- 
* tory do not authorize us to believe that 
* this prediction was accompliſhed at the 
&« deſtruction of Jeruſalem.”4+ And, after 
a profeſſed examination of the various 


* See Gibbon's Hiſtory, Vol. II. pp. 300— 1. OR. Fai. 
+ Edward:'s 2d ſermon, pp. 19 and 20. 
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paſſages which relate to this ſubject, he 
concludes his enquiry with ſaying that 
* 1t becomes the antagoniſt of our hiſto- 
* r1an moſt earneſtly to conſider, whether 
e the real intereſts of Chriſtianity, would 
% not be more eſſentially promoted by 
* conceding the objection to his adver- 


* ſary, than by vainly attempting to re- 
ze move it.“ * 


The ſentiments of divines who have more 
or leſs given countenance to the objection of 
the hiſtorian of the Roman Empire, he thus 
enumerates—* It may not be thought won- 
« derful that Baronius and other Ro- 
* maniſts, to avoid the application of the 
«© Man of Sin, ſhould earneſtly contend 
*« that the ſpeedy appearance of Chriſt was 
* expected by the Apoſtles : (See Mede's 
ce works, p. 665.) but it is ſomewhat re- 
„ markable that the Orthodox father of 
te the celebrated Prelate who tranſlated 
© Iſalah, in a treatiſe deſigned to confute 
%a ſuppoſed latitudinarian, ſhould aſſent 
eto the validity of our hiſtorian's objec- 
* tion, by confeſſing, without reſerve, 
«© that the Apoſtles were miſtaken. (See 
* Lowth's Vindication, &c. page 52.)— 


* Edwards's ſecond ſermon, p. 35. 
„ Grotius 
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* Grotius inſinuates, that for wiſe pur- 
© poſes the pious deception was permitted 
& to take place: (Gibbon, vol. II. p. 3or, 
“ See Grotius de Veritate, lib. ii. 4 6. Cle- 
ce ric. ad 1 Theſſ. v. 10.) and an ingenious 
ce Profeſlor of our own Univerſity does 
* not appear extremely ſolicitous to relieve 
ce the Apoſtles from the accuſation of er- 
* ror. (See Dr. Watſon's Apology, p. 62.” ) 


It would be eaſy to enlarge this cata- 
logue by a long enumeration of names 
of a Sykes, the Taylor's, a Benſon, and a 
Macknight, &c. but it may ſuffice to ſay, 
in general, that though they may not have 
been ſo explicit as a Grotius and a Lewth 
—yet all of them, without exception, have 
manifeſtly diſcovered their embarrailment, 
and the difficulties which they laboured 
under, in conſidering the ſubject. In a 
word, I do not know cf a ſingle writer 
who appears to have conſidered it with 
that attention that it deſerves. | 


It may be deemed a bold undertaking to 
attempt a removal of difficulties, which 
have hitherto. baffled all the {kill, and all 
the abilities and learning of the greateit di- 


vines 
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vines that the Chriſtian world has to boaſt 
of ; and it may, by ſome, be imputed to an 
unbecoming vanity to pretend to ſee farther 
than men whoſe talents were far ſuperior 
to any that I can pretend to. But the fact 
is, 1 have not entered upon this work 
preſumptuouſly, but was, in ſome degree, 
diſtingutſhed by Dr. Edwards himſelf, as 
having given an interpretation of the 24th 
of Matthew, and its parallel chapters, 
which was attended with fewer difficulties 
than the common hypotheſis. At the ſame 
time, the learned Preacher, condeſcended 
to mention ſome objections to my inter- 
pretation, and, in a manner, called upon 
me to reconſider the ſubject. * With 
reſpect to learning, I do not, in this 
inſtance, conceive that it is particularly 
neceſſary.“ All that appears to me to be 
requiſite to the diſcuſſion of this ſubject, 
is, a due attention to the ſtate and 
circumſtances of things among the Jews, 
in the time of our Saviour, and to the 
language which he avowedly adopted. The 
judicious reader mult judge how far I have 
ſucceeded, 1 might perhaps add, as a ſuf- 


See Edwards's 2d ſermon, pp. 23—4. 
ficient 
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ficient apology, that when Chriſtianity is 

attacked, and accuſed of 1mpoſture, every 

man, who has a value for its intereſts, has 

a right to caſt in his mite to the offerings 

of God, and to withhold that mite, when 

he has it in his power to give it, implies 
* ſome degree of criminality ! 


But before I enter upon a critical diſ- 
cuſſion of this ſubjectit may not be diſ- 
pleaſing to ſome of my readers, to preſent 
them with ſome preſumptive arguments, 

4 that the objections of unbelievers are not 
founded in truth, and that our Saviour 


propheſied of an event, which really took 
place. 


The firſt preſumptive evidence that I 

ſnall offer to his conſideration is, that this 

4 prophecy was not accidentally drawn from 
him, but was repeatedly and deliberately 

made, upon various occaſions, throughout 

his whole miniſtry, and he plainly aſſerted 

its accompliſhment, in terms as ſtrong as 

language would admit.—Yer:ily, T jay unto 

you—ye ſhall not have gone over the cities of 

Vrael till the Son of Man be come. Verily, 1 
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ſay unto you—there be ſome flanding here who | 
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ſhall not taſte of death till they ſee the Son of 
Man coming in his kingdom. Verily, I ſay 
unto you, this generation ſhall not paſs till all 
theſe things (one of which was, his coming 
in his kingdom) be fulfilled. Heaven and 
earth ſhall paſs away, but my words ſhall not 
paſs away. What could have tempted our 
Lord to have expreſſed himſelf ſo ſtrongly, 
and to have brought this prophecy ſo fully 
into view, but the firm affurance that it 
would be completed ? But this reminds 
us of a ſecond preſumptive evidence, that 
the prophecy in queſtion was, in ſome ſenſe 
or other, fulfilled. 


It will, I believe, be allowed by the moſt 
ſtrenuous advocates of Infidelity, that the 
Author of our Religion poſſeſſed a large 
ſnare of judgment and penetration; and 
the hiſtory of his life, as delineated by his 
hiſtorians, demonſtrates that his prudence 
and caution were, at leaſt, equal to his 
ability. 


In that vaſt variety of circumſtances in 
which he is exhibited to our view, many 
of which no human ſagacity could have 
foreſeen, we cannot diſcern a ſingle devi- 
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ation from the ſtrict line of prudence and 
diſcretion. To the innocence of the dove, 
he conſtantly joined the wiſdom of the 
ſerpent. All the machinations of his ene- 
mies (many of which were certainly well 
deſigned for the purpoſe for which they 
were intended) were foiled by the won- 
derful and unpremeditated anſwers, which 
their queſtions to him produced. The hiſ- 
tory of the moſt enlightened ages and of 
the moſt celebrated philoſophers can pro- 
duce nothing comparable, in this reſpect, 
to that of our Saviour. The inſtances of 
the woman taken in adultery, and that of 
the tribute money, not to mention any 
others, are fine ſpecimens of the wiſdom 


which directed his conduct, 


But if our Lord really propheſied of an 
event which was to happen, in his own age, 
and at a particular given period of that age, 
which did not happen, and which, in that 
caſe, he muſt have known would not hap- 
pen—where was the wiſdom of ſuch a de- 
claration ? It required but little penetra- 
tion to have foreſcen that the failure of 
the accompliſhment of ſuch a prediction, 
weuld have effectually blaſted all his ex- 
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pectations of becoming the founder of a 
Religion which, in due time, was to ſpread 
over the whole earth, and fold within its 
embraces the whole human race. A wiſe 
man therefore, one ſhould naturally have 
imagined, would either have declined the 
character of a Prophet altogether or he 
would have predicted an event which was 
not to have happened, but at a very diſtant 
and remote period. Had our Saviour con- 
tented himſelf with predicting his coming 
at the end of the world or at an inde- 
finite period his wiſdom would have re- 
mained unimpeached, even on the ſuppo- 
ſition of his being an Impoſtor—for by 
his prediction of ſo remote an event, he 
would probably have attained all the pur- 
poſes which he could have wiſhed. But 
nothing leſs than a conſciouſneſs of his 
being a prophet of God, and that he ſpoke 
the words of God, could have juſtified a 
wiſe man in declaring, in ſuch confident 
and deciſive terms, that he ſhould come, 
while ſome who were then with him were 
ſtill living for the detection of the im- 
poſture (if there was one) muſt have been 
inevitable, and the conſequences fatal to 


the progreſs of his cauſe. 


A third 
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A third preſumptive evidence of the 
truth of our Saviour's prophecy, may be 
drawn from the conſideration of his moral 
character. The firſt qualification which he 
announced as neceſſary to admiſſion into 
his kingdom, was repentance ; or a change 
of mind, from vice to virtue—Repent, fen 
the kingdom of heaven is at hand. And it 
was one of the profeſſed objects of his mini- 
ſtry (I might have ſaid the chief) to correct 
and purify the vitiated morality which was 
then too prevalent among his countrymen, 
He extended it, not to the external conduct 
only, but to the thoughts and intents of 
the heart. Nor was he barely a teacher 
of morality, but an exemplary pattern of 
every virtue that can adorn human nature, 
Even the enemies of Chriſtianity, have 
done juſtice to the excellence of our Sa- 
viour's moral character. He therefore who 
could have ſaid, and whoſe whole conduct 
was in perfect unifon with the declaration, 
that it was his meat and his drink to do 
the will of his heavenly father, could not 
(one ſhould ſuppoſe) have impoſed a falſ- 
hood upon his diſciples, under the cha- 
racter of a prophecy, which, in a ſhort 
ſpace of time, was to determine whether he 
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was a true prophet or not. Such a con- 
duct is not only too ſhocking to be enter- 
tained, but is utterly incompatible with 
that uniform deteſtation of vice, of every 
kind, which he fo ſtrongly manifeſted. 


If it be ſaid, that in order to gain his 
purpoſe of drawing mankind to embrace 
his religion, he only aſſumed he garb of 
virtue, I allow that the ſucceſsful impoſtor 
mult obſerve ſome caution, and lay ſome 
reſtraint upon his conduct, to induce the 
world to believe in him—but it is ſcarcely 
poſſible for an impoſtor always to be upon 
his guard. Some indiſcreet moments 7 
occur, when he will appear in his true cha- 
racter, and the thin diſguiſe will be re- 
moved. But in all that prodigious variety 
of circumſtances and ſituations, in which 
our Saviour appeared, to the keen and 
penetrating eyes of the moſt inveterate 
enemies that ever man had to encounter, 
he preſerved an uniformity of virtue that 
is altogether unexampled in the hiſtory of 
humanity. 


Another preſumptive evidence of the 
truth of the prophecy in queſtion 1s, its 
cloſe connection with another, which was 

of 
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of a nature, at leaſt equally remarkable, 
and at that time, equally improbable, — 
This was, no leſs than the total overthrow 
of a ſtate that had ſubſiſted for ages, and at a 
period when the whole Jewiſh nation, inſtead 


of forming any expectation of ſo dreadful 
a cataſtrophe, were entertaining the moſt 


ſanguine hopes, under the auſpices of their 
Meſſiah, of gaining the empire of the 
world! Of the accompliſhment of this 
event, the records of hiſtory give us the 
fulleſt evidence that can be deſired ; which 
1s ſurely a ſtrong preſumptive proof that, 
in ſome ſenſe or other, the prediction of 
his coming, likewiſe had its completion. 


Again if we conſider the character and 
conduct of the Apoſtles—we ſhall be fur- 
niſhed with till farther preſumptive evi- 
dence of the truth of our Lord's prophecy. 
They, it is plain, cheriſhed the idea of 
their Maſter's coming, long after his death, 
even to the near approach of the deſtruction 
of Jeruſalem ; and that with the utmoſt 
ardour of expectation. They perpetually 
reminded the Chriſtians of their own time 
of the impending event, and in ſuch terms 
as neceſſarily led them to believe, that it 
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was very near at hand, It is indeed ſaid 
by Mr. Gibbon, (as has before been ob- 
ſerved) that the revolution of ſeventeen 

* centuries has inſtructed us not to preſs 
* too cloſely the language of prophecy and 
© revelation ;”—and by Dr. Edwards,“ that 
e the records of hiſtory do not authorize 
e us to believe this prediction was accom- 
© pliſhed at the deſtruction of Jeruſalem.” 
But if theſe infinuations are true, by what 
rules of probability can the ſilence of the 
Apoſtles be accounted for? Were there 
none to be found among them, or their nu- 
merous followers, honeſt enough to acknow- 
ledge they had been deceived? None who, in 
the midſt of the ſevereſt perſecutions, availed 
themſelves of this fair and honourable op- 


Portunity of deſerting a cauſe, which ex- 


poſed them to ſuch cruel hardſhips? It 
was not thus, when Jeſus was crucificd, 
The language of ſome then was—we 
truſted that it bud been he, who ſhould have 
redeemea Iſrael. Their hopes that he was 
the Meſſiah were juſt expiring : Beſides all 
this, ſaid they, this ig the third day—the day 


on which he promiſed to rife again, How 


extremely natural were theſe doubts and 
apprehenſions? How perfectly agreeable 
to what muſt have been the ſtate of their 


minds 


1 


minds at ſuch a criſis? But now, it ſeems 
that not a voice was heard to own the truth, 
nor a complaint made, that the word of 
prophecy had not been completed! On the 
contrary—thoſe of the Apoſtles and their 
companions who ſurvived the deſtruction 
of their country continued with the greateſt 
firmneſs to preach the religion of Jeſus; to 
ſuffer for his name, and earneſtly to exhort 
their converts to invincible ſtedfaſtneſs in the 
faith which was once delivered to the Saints! 
—When the numbers that, at that period, 
had embraced Chriſtianity, are conſidered, 
we may ſafely challenge thoſe who are beſt 
verſed in the hiſtory of impoſture, to pro- 
duce a ſingle inſtance like this 

The preſumptive evidences of the truth 
of this prophecy, might be enlarged, almoſt 
without end—but there is one more which 
is ſo Krong, that I ſhould be inexcuſable 
to paſs it by, though I mean to do little 
more than to mention it. 

If the friends of Chriſtianity could have 
ſo far forgotten what was due to truth 
and to their own characters—if a ſenſe of 
ſhame, for having been deceived—or any 
other principle which can poſſibly be ſup- 
poſed (in ſuch circumſtances) to operate 
upon the human mind, could have impo- 
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ſed filence upon them—yet it would ſtill 
remain to be accounted for, how filence 
could have been impoſed upon the enemies 
of Chriſtianity! If the prophecy was not 
accompliſhed—what a glorious opportunity 
was this, to diſplay their juſt enmity to the 
Chriſtian cauſe ?—an opportunity, which 
it is, almoſt, I might ſay, altogether im- 
poſſible to ſuppoſe (the invincible hatred 
of the unbelieving Jews being conſidered) 
they ſhould not have availed themſelves of 
—an opportunity, which could not but 
have proved (circumſtanced as Chriſtianity 
then was) fatal to its progreſs. Yet, won- 
derful to tell, here was, according to the 
repreſentation of unbelievers, a prophecy 
unaccompliſhed, though expreſsly limited 
to a determined period for its completion 
—yet Chriſtianity gained ground—it ſur- 
mounted obſtacles which no other religion 
ever had to encounter—it triumphed over 
Paganiſm, and, at length, gained a com- 
plete eſtabliſhment throughout the whole 
Roman Empire. And what 1s ſtill more 
extraordinary Ancient Eccleſiaſtical Hiſ- 
tory gives no room to think that the 
charge was ever made againſt the truth 
of our religion, though we know, there 
were not wanting men of {ſufficient ability 

and 
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and inclination to have made the moſt of 
ſuch a circumſtance! It was reſerved for 
modern times to make the important 
diſcovery ! 


But we readily acknowledge that theſe 
are only preſumptive evidences (though we 
think very ſtrong ones) that this diſcovery 
has no foundation in fact-—yet we reſt not 
the merits of our cauſe on preſumptive 
evidence only.—We now hope to prove, 
to the entire ſatisfaction of every diſpaſſion- 
ate and impartial enquirer, that our Saviour 
has left us criteria, ſufficient to determine 
the true meaning of the prophecy in queſ- 
tion—ſufficient to vindicate his own cha- 
racter, and that of his Apoſtles—ſufficient, 
we truſt, to evince that his prophecy was, 
not figuratively and metaphorically, but 
fairly and literally accompliſhed. If the 
records of hiſtory do not corroborate the 
ſcripture account, we are ready to give up 
the point to our adverſaries, To the ſcrip- 
tures then we appeal for the deciſion of 
this important queſtion! 


If we turn our attention to the time 
when the approach of our Lord's advent was 
announced, 
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announced, we ſhall find that John the 
Baptiſt, as his fore-runner, declared that 
the kingdom of heaven was at hand : and when 
he himfelf began publicly to preach the 
glad tidings of the Goſpel, he addreſſed the 
people in preciſely the ſame terms—Repert, 
for the kingdom of heaven is at hand. It 
was likewiſe a language that his Apoſtles, 
by his direction, conſtantly made uſe of, 
Say to them the Kingdom of God is come nigh 
wnto you. Their public inſtructions too 
are ſtiled—preaching the kingdom of God, and 
preaching the Goſpel that is he good news 
of the kingdom. And it 1s particularly to 
be remarked, that as this was our Lord's 
original language, fo he continued to make 
uſe of it, to the very cloſe of his life. A 
ftriking inſtance of this, we have in Luke 
XX1. 31. where he had, but a few days be- 
fore his death, been ſpeaking of the deſtruc- 
tion of Jeruſalem. When ye ſee theſe things 
come to paſs know ye that the kingdom of God is 
#:gh at band. 


All theſe expreſſions are evidently bor- 
rowed from the language of ancient pro- 
phecy, and particularly from that of the 
Prophet Daniel, ch. ii. 44. In the days of 

theſe 
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theſe Kings ſhall the God of heaven ſet up a 
kingdom that ſhall never be deſiroyed, and the 
kingdom ſhall not be left to other people : It 


ſhall break in pieces, and conſume all theſe king= 
doms, and it ſhall ſtand for ever. 


The language of our Saviour, taken from 
this ſource, ſeems to have been ſo well un- 
derſtood by the whole nation of the Jews, 
that, as Dr. Sykes has well obſerved, we 
do not find a ſingle inſtance of their aſking 
what was his meaning.* They all knew 
perfectly well, that, by theſe expreſſions, it 
was meant to be underſtood, that the Meſ- 
ſiah's reign was about to commence : And 
no tidings could have been ſo grateful to 
their ears, as the intimations of 1ts ap- 
proach ; for they exactly coincided with the 
general expectation, that about that time 
the Meſſiah was to appear among them. 


It is, I preſume, a fact that needs no 
proof, to any of my readers, that the Jews, 
in our Saviour's time, looked for a perſon, 
under the character of their Meſſiah, who 


thoald be a temporal Prince, to conduct 
them to conqueſt and to empire; and 


there is ſufficient evidence, in the Goſpel 
* See Sykes on the Chriſtian Religion, Ch. III. pp. 29-30. 
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hiſtory, that our Lord's own diſciples, held 
preciſely the ſame ſentiments upon the ſub- 
ject, with the reſt of their countrymen.— 
Theſe being the acknowledged ſentiments 
of the Jewiſh nation, it was neceſſary for 
our Lord to act with great prudence 
and caution, and to be very ſparing of his 


declarations that he himſelf was their Meſ- 
ſiah, leaſt the too great eagerneſs of the 


people ſhould fruſtrate the grand object of 
his miſſion. And if we examine the Goſ- 
pel hiſtory with attention, we ſhall not 
find that he was very forward to declare 
himſelf, under that character, even to his 
own diſciples. It was highly to the credit 
of our Lord's character, that he, in general, 
left this to be inferred from the excellence 
of the doctrines which he taught, and from 
the many wonderful works which he per- 
formed. This mode of procedure, though 
it probably did not anſwer their preſent 
ſanguint expectations, had a ſtrong ten- 
dency to rivet their affections to him, and 
to increale their reverence for his character. 
He knew what was in man, and of courſe, 
was well aware that deep-rooted prejudices 
were not to be deſtroyed, but by gradual 
and gentle means. It was particularly 

neceſ- 
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neceſſary that he ſhould conſult thoſe pre- 
Judices, and ſympathize with their weak- 
neſs ; for, in the courſe of his miniſtry, he 
had various events to unfold to them, in 
which both he and they would be deeply 
intereſted, that were totally incompatible 


with their ideas of the nature of the Meſ- 
ſiah's character. 


It is, if I miſtake not, to the unfolding 
of theſe events that the attentive reader of 
the Goſpel hiſtory, mult look, in order to 
get an exact information of the preciſe 
meaning of our Lord, in moſt, if not all 
the paſſages which ſpeak of the coming of 
Chriſt, and which have been the occaſion 
of ſo much perplexity, and of the objec- 
tions which, in the preceding pages, we 
have ſeen have been urged againſt Chriſ- 
tianity. And that we may obtain the moſt 
perfect ſatisfaction that the ſubject will 
admit of, we ſhall conſider, diſtinctly, every 
material paſſage, in its connection, and 
point out the force of the reaſoning which 
that connection affords. 


We meet with nothing upon this ſub— 
jet, that ſeems particularly to command 
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our attention till we come to the roth 
chapter of St. Matthew; the preceding 
chapters being taken up with an account 
of the miraculous birth of our Saviour 
the preaching of John the Baptiſt the 
temptation in the Wilderneſs—the ſermon 
on the Mount—and the relation of a va- 
riety of miracles which our Lord had per- 
formed. The tenth chapter opens with a 
commiſſion to the twelve Apoſtles to work 
miracles in his name, and to confine their 
labours to the loſt ſheep of the houſe of 
Iſrael. Upon this occaſion he gave them 
their directions as to the nature of their 
inſtructions. v. 7. As ye go—preach, ſaying 
the kingdom of Heaven is at band. 


The commiſſion to preach ſuch tidings 
to their countrymen, who were ardently 
expecting the approach of the kingdom of 
Heaven—or, which 1s the ſame thing—the 
coming of their Meſſiah, could not but have 
been received by them with great pleaſure ; 
and they, no doubt, entertained the moſt ſan- 
guine hopes of ſucceſs in the execution of 
their embaſſy. But the inftructions which he 
immediately afterwards (v. 9.) gave them, 7s 

provide 
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provide neither gold, nor filver, nor braſs in 
their purſes, muſt have ſounded ſtrangely 
in their ears, and both their joy and their 
hopes of ſucceſs muſt have been confde- 
rably allayed, when, inſtead of telling them 
of the avidity with which the good tidings 
they were to publiſh, would be received 
by their countrymen, he informed them of 
the troubles they were to encounter, and 
the perſecutions they were to endure, 
and that they ſhould even be hated of all 
men for his name's ſake. Such a relation 
could not fail to damp their ardour and 
fill their minds with the moſt perplexing 
thoughts ! In ſhort, in the ſtate in which 
their minds then were, it was impoſſible 
for them to reconcile ſuch treatment with 
their maſter's declaration that the kingdom 
of Heaven was at hand. Our Lord there- 
fore, before he proceeded any farther upon 
ſo ungrateful a ſubject, thought it proper 
to reanimate their minds not only by the 
aſſurance that the kingdom of Heaven was at 
hand, but by pointing out a particular pe- 
riod when it ſhould come. v. 23.. Ven 
they perſecute you in this city, flee to anether ; 
for verily TI ſay unto you, ye ſhall nc have 
gone over the cities of Iſrael till the Son of 
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Man be come. Now let any one conſider well 
the nature of the commiſſion with which 
the Apoſtles were inveſted—the intima- 
tions of the ſufferings they were to un- 
dergo in the execution of that commiſſion 
the ſtate of their minds upon a proſpect 
of this nature being ſet before them—keep- 
ing at the ſame time their known expecta- 
tions of the Meſſiah's kingdom in view; and 
then let him 1 imagine, if he can, that they 
could put any other ſenſe upon our Lord's 
declaration zhat they ſhould not have gone 
over the cities of Iſrael till the Son of Man 
be come—but that the kingdom of the Meſ- 
ſiah was then to be ſet up! This was an 
encouragement to them to purſue their 
work, which they much wanted, and to 
reconcile them to 1t, he proceeds to inform 
them, that whatever ill treatment they 
might be ſubjected to, it was no more 
than what he himſelf expected. The dif- 


ciple is not above his Maſter, nor the ſervant 


above his Lord, It is enough for the diſciple 
that he be as his Maſter, and the ſervant as 
bis Lord. 


To my view, there cannot be a cloſer, or 
a more mtimate connection, than 1s to be 


found 
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found between this verſe and the preceding 
and ſubſequent context—nor can I ſuppoſe 
a more complete ſatisfaction can be wiſhed 
for, of the true ſenſe of any writer! 


The next paſſage that we meet with, in 
the order of the hiſtory, relative to our 
ſubject, is in the 16th chapter of the ſame 
Evangeliſt, where we find our Lord, upon 
his entrance into the country that was 
under the government of Philip, putting 
this queſtion to his diſciples, v. 13. Whom 
do men ſay that I, the Son of Man, am? Their 
reply was, that ſome ſaid he was John tle 
Baptiſt —ſome Elias—and others Jeremiah, or 
one of the Prophets, Our Lord then aſked 
their own opinion of the nature of his 
character. But whom ſay ye that I am? 
To which, the Apoſtle Peter, in the name 
of the reſt, without heſitation, replied, 
that he was o x;r5—the Meſſiah—or rhe 
Chriſt, the Son of the living God. 


If we conſider the ſtate of things, at the 
time when this converſation took place, it 
required no {ma]l exerciſe of faith, to 
make this noble confeſſion ; for there were 
then no ſigns that could lead them to think 

BE. their 


( 34 ) 


their favourite idea of a worldly kingdom 
would be realized; and it is worthy of 
notice, from their account of the fenti- 
ments of the people at large, that they 
were ſingular in their opinion, upon this 
head. But they had heard him ſay that 
the kingdom of heaven, or of the Meſſiah, was 
at hand. They had themſelves received a 
commiſſion to announce theſe glad tidings, 
and from an intimate acquaintance with 
our Lord, they had no doubt of the inte- 

rity of his character: and they probably 
thought (having ſeen him perform the moft 
aſtoniſhing miracles) that he would, in due 
time, exerciſe that power in their behalf, 
and accompliſh their expectations.“ 


Wee have already ſeen that our Lord had 
forewarned them of the ſufferings which 
they were to encounter, in the exerciſe of 
their commiſſion to preach the glad tidings 
of the Meſſiah's kingdom; and at this early 
period, he probably thought that they were 
unable to bear any farther diſcovery of what 


* Of the, merit of their conduct in acknowledging Jeſus as 
the Meſſiah, we have the ſtrongeſt aſſurance from our Lord's 
own mouth Blſed art thou Simon Barjona, for fleſh and blood 

bath uot revealed it to this, but my Father who is in heaven. 


was 
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was to befal them. But xzow, greater trials 
of their faith awaited them; for it was 
upon this very occaſion that our Lord began, 
for the firſt time, explicitly o h] to bis 
diſciples, how that he muſt go to Jeruſalem and 
ſuffer many things from the Elders and chief 

y Prieſts and Scribes; and be killed, and be 
raiſed again, 


In the account that has been given of 
the ſufferings which the Apoſtles were to 
undergo, we have no intimations given us 
of any expoſtulations with our Saviour 
upon the ſubject, though they muſt neceſ- 
ſarily have been not a little affected upon the 
occaſion. But no ſooner were the ſuffer- 

, ings and death of their beloved Maſter pre- 
/ dicted to them, than their aſtoniſhment was 

raiſed to the higheſt pitch. Theſe were ſo 

utterly incompatible with the character 
which they had affixed to their Meſſiah, 
that they could no longer keep ſilence. 

Peter immediately exclaimed-—Be it for 

Jrom thee, Lord, this ſhall nat be unto thee. 
The Evangeliſts have not failed to mark 

this aſtoniſnment in the moſt pointed 

manner. In the next chapter, upon the 
fame ſubject being again renewed, St. 

Matthew ſays they were wunde opotra——filled 
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with extreme grief at the news. St. Mark's 
expreſſion is equally remarkible—mw ve 
enua—they knew not what t make of the matter. 
And St Luke ſays the fame thing, with 
this addition, that it was T XEAKEKANUPEyaY 2 
wrapt up in darkneſs, that they could not per- 
cerve what it meant that is, their preju- 
dices concerning the nature of the Meſſiah's 
kingdom, hindered them from comprehend- 
ing it. (See Mark ix. 32, Luke ix. 45.*) 
The evidence that their prejudices were the 
real cauſes of their aſtoniſhment, are fo 
manifeſt, that we could not doubt of it, 
even if our Saviour had not pointed it out, 
But his reply to Peter renders it abſolutely 
deciſive. Get thee behind me, Satan, for thou 


ſavoureſt not, ra tw Orcv—the things of Gd. 
or ſpiritual things, but za rw A Ihe 
things of men—or temporal things. 


Dr. Campbell, the Author of a new tranſlation of the 
four Evangelills, has, I think, very improperly rendered this 
laſt verſe. The defign of our Saviour, in the preceding verſe, 
evidertly is, to impreſs the doctrine of his future ſufferings 
trongly upon their minds. According to the common tranſ- 
lation, it is expreſüive enough Let theſe ſayings fink down inte 
your ears—let them make a deep impreſſion upon your minds. 
But by the manner in which the Dr. renders the 45th verſe, 
the reader is neceſſarily led to ſuppoſe, that it was not in- 
tended that they ſhould underſtand it. Ir c, weiled to them, 
that they might net apprehend it; which, as I have already 


hinted is expreſsly contradicted by the declared intention of 
our Lord. See Dr. C. in loco. 


ſavoureſt 


Wa 


Thus far, I think, there 1s evidently no 
difficulty, The aſtoniſhment and ſurprize 
which the diſciples diſcovered upon our 
Lord's predicting his own ſufferings and 
death, are very naturally accounted for, by 
the ſentiments which then occupied their 
minds; and we immediately perceive that, 
under ſuch circumſtances, they could not 
but be deeply affected with the news, inde- 
pendently of the perſonal regard which they 
had for their divine Maſter. But it was 


a neceſlary part of the office which our 


bleſſed Lord had undertaken, to correct 
the erroneous ſentiments which his diſciples 
had imbibed, concerning the nature of the 
Meſhah's kingdom. He therefore imme- 
diately proceeds, in purſuance of this de- 
ſign, to tell them, how much they had 
miſtaken the matter, if they expected to 
be loaded with worldly honours, and to 
enjoy temporal proſperity. Ver, 24. Then 
ſaid Jeſus unto bis diſciples—If any man will 
come after me, let him deny himſelf, aud take 
up bis croſs and follow me. He here tells 
them, they muſt renounce their ambitious 
and aſpiring ſchemes of obtaining great 
honours and diſtinction under the conduct 
of their Mefſiah—as the things of men, which 
were totally diſtinct from he things of God 
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Quand that they muſt, on the contrary, 


expect to meet with afflictions and perſe- 
cutions, if they would continue with fide- 
lity to follow him. For, adds our Lord, 
in the 25th verſe—Whoſoever will ſave his 
life ſhall loſe it ; and whoſoever will loſe his life 
for my ſake ; 1. e. whoſoever, at all hazards to 
himſelf, will continue faithful to me, Wall 


find it. But how find it? Why, fays St. 


John, in a paſlage that is plainly parallel to 
this He ſhall keep (or rather preſerve®*) it, 
unto LIFE ETERNAL. In the next verſe, 
the extreme folly of preferring intereſt to 
duty, is ſet in the ſtrongeſt point of view, 
plainly in alluſion to the worldly expecta- 
tions which then prevailed among them |! 
For what is a man profited if he ſhall gain the 
whole world, and loſe his own life, and 
thereby loſe eternal life (for that is evi- 
dently the drift of the argument) Or what 


ſhall a man give for his life? Then follows 


the declaration which our Lord makes, 
that their fidelity, or infidelity to him, 
would affect their happineſs in a future 


world, ver. 27. For the Son of Man ſhall 


come in the glory of his Father, with his angels : 


and then he ſhall reward every man according 


70 his works, 
* vn ati. 


Our 
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Our Lord having thus informed his di- 
ſciples of the great miſtake into which they 
had fallen, in expecting great temporal 
enjoyments under their Meſſiah; having 
intimated to them, that they muſt, on the 
contrary, expect to be expoſed to great 
difficulties and hardſhips, by a perſevering 
attachment to his cauſe; and having aſſured 
them, that their happineſs, in a future 
ſtate, would depend entirely upon the rec- 
titude of their conduct, and their ſteady 
adherence to him; having, I ſay, delivered 
theſe very important and affecting truths, 
which all will allow to be extremely well 
calculated to correct their erroneous ſen- 
timents concerning the nature of the Meſ- 
ſiah's kingdom, and to check that ambi- 
tion which poſſeſſed their minds; our 
Lord appears to me, with the utmoſt pro- 
priety, to finiſh his diſcourſe with an aſ- 
furance, that though they had in reality 
totally miſunderſtood the nature of the 
Meſſiah's kingdom, yet that they were right 
in their expectation that that kingdom was 
at hand, Verily, 1 ſay unto you—there be ſome 
ſtanding bere who ſhall not taſte of death, till 
they fee the Son of Man coming in his kingdom, 
Without an aſſurance of this nature, it is 
not eaſily to be conceived, in the unenlight- 
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ened ſtate they were then in, that they 
would have continued to follow our Lord, 
as their Meſſiah; beſides that it was expe- 
dient for him to confirm his original decla- 
ration, that the kingdom of heaven was at 
hand, and to point out a time, when it 
would no longer continue ſo, but be actu- 
ally come. 

If the view that has now been given of 
this diſcourſe of our Lord with his diſciples 
be accurate and impartial, as I truſt it 1s, 
we can, I think, form but one judgment 
of his true meaning, in the concluding 
verſes of the chapter. The two advents 
are clearly diſtinguiſhed from each other 
the one by the coming of the Son of Man in 
the glory of his Father with his angels, and by 
his rewarding every man according to his works 
the other by the coming of the Son of Man 
in his kingdom—and by his coming before ſome 
who were then preſent ſhould taſte of death—or i 
in that generation. 

There is indeed ſome differende in the lan- 
guage: of the parallel paſſages of the Evan- 
geliſts, when theſe two advents are deſcribed. 

In their deſcription of the day of judgment, 

and of the cloſe connection which the con- 

duct of the diſciples would have with their 

_ happineſs or miſery — to that 
awful 
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awful period, 1 do not perceive any thing 
deſerving of notice to throw any additional 
light upon their meaning; but the dif- 
ference that 1s obſervable, in their deſcrip- 
tion of the other advent, is too important 
to remain unnoticed : for what St. Mat- 
thew expreſſes by the coming of the Son of 
Man in bis kingdom, St. Mark, with ſtill 
more force, expreſſes by the kingdom of God 
coming with power, in oppoſition, as I appre- 
hend, to the flow advances which it had 
then made. St. Luke ſays, only, that they 
ſhould not taſte of death till they ſaw the 
kingdom of Gad. 

Dr. Seale, in a ſermon lately preached 
before the Univerſity of Cambridge upon 
Mat. xvi, 28. has very properly taken 
notice of theſe variations, and has well ob- 
ferved upon them, that St. Mark and St. 
Luke are the beſt comment upon St. Mat- 
thew ; and he ſays—“ from a collation of 
* all three, we cannot heſitate to conclude, 
* that a conſpicuous diſplay of his celeſtial 
*© power is all that the ſeveral phraſes im- 
* ply.” But theſe ſeveral expreſſions ap- 
pear to me to have ſo pointed a reference 
to the language which our Lord originally 
made uſe of they agree ſo exactly with the 
language of the Prophet Daniel, in de- 
ſcribing the coming of the Methah's king- 
dom; 
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dom; and they were ſo well calculated to 
ſupport the drooping ſpirits of the diſciples 
upon the occaſion, when our Lord here 
made uſe of them, that I am unable to 
perceive how they can be applied to any 
other event, than to the coming of 
that kingdom which Daniel had foretold. 
And the declaration, which has the joint 
ſuffrage of all the Evangeliſts, that this 
coming would actually take place before 
fome who were then preſent ſhould taſte 
of death, 1s, in my opinion, a ſtrong and 
inconteſtible evidence, that this language 
is not capable of any other application. 

} ſhall only obſerve farther, upon this 
part of our ſubject, that if the verſe in St. 
Matthew, and its parallels in the other 
Evangeliſts, deſcribing the coming of the king 
dom of God, had immediately followed the 
converſation about the ſentiments of the 
Jews in general, and the diſciples in par- 
nicular, concerning the nature of the Meſ- 
fiah's character, and our Saviour's predic- 
tion of his ſufferings and death—the pro- 
priety of his declaration, that they ſhould not 
raſte of death till they ſaw the Son of Man com- 
ing in bis kingdom, would have been forcibly 
felt by every one, and there could have 
been no diſpute upon the ſubject. But we 
have proved, it is hoped, to the ſatisfaction 
of 


( is I 


of our readers, that the introduction of the 
argument from verſe 23 to verſe 28, was 
well fitted to repreſs thoſe ambitious views 
which had taken poſſeſſion of the minds of 
the diſciples. And if ſo—the concluſion 
will be, that the whole diſcourſe contains 
one connected chain of reaſoning, and is 
perfectly clear and intelligible. 

Having now conſidered the effects which 
the diſcovery of our Lord's ſufferings and 
death had upon the minds of his diſciples, 
and taken notice of the method which 
he took to correct the erroneous ſentiments 
which they had imbibed, while at the ſame 
time he reanimated them with an aſſurance 
of the coming of his kingdom ; our attention 
will now very properly be directed to the 
diſcloſure of another very important, and, to 
the Jews, moſt intereſting event, namely, 
the deſtruction of jeruſalem. This event 
3s frequently mentioned in different parts 
of the goſpel hiſtory, either incidentally, or 
in particular ſet diſcourſes. But there is 
no part of the goſpel hiſtory where this 
ſubject is ſo fully diſcuſſed, as in the 
xxivth of St. Matthew, and the parallel 
chapters of the other Evangeliſts. Theſe 
chapters, I ſcarcely necd inform my readers, 
have exerciſed the ingenuity, and, at the 

fame 
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fame time, perplexed the minds of the moſt 
able Commentators, and the molt celebrated 


Critics. But the clear and unequivocal 


meaning of theſe chapters has not yet been 
diſcovered, from a want, as I apprehend, 
of that cloſe attention to the ſentiments 
and opinions which are univerſally allowed 
to have influenced the diſciples of Chriſt, 
in common with the reſt of their Coun- 
trymen. | 

As there 1s an acknowledged difference 
of opinions prevalent among Divines and 
Commentators, concerning the meaning of 
the queſtions of our Lord's diſciples, which 
were the foundation of his ſubſequent 
reply, in the xxivth of St. Matthew, &c. 
—our firſt object will be to aſcertain that 
meaning with as much accuracy as poſſible. 
And, if we avail ourſelves of the ample 
advantages which a compariſon of the dif- 
ferent Evangeliſts affords, and at the ſame 
time conſider the ſtate and circumſtances 
of things when theſe queſtions were put 
to our Lord, we ſhall have all the ſatis- 
faction upon the ſubject which can reaſon- 
ably be deſired. 

The ſtatement of the evidence of the 
true meaning of theſe queſtions, ariſing 


from a compariſon of the accounts of the 


different 


( 


different Evangeliſts, by Dr. Edwards, is 
ſo accurate, and, in my opinion, ſo unex- 
ceptionable, that I ſhall make no apology 
for preſenting it to my readers. 
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* The diſciples aſtoniſhed and concerned 
at the denunciation of that ſevere ſen- 
tence, which involved even the coſtly 
and magnificent ſtructure of the temple, 
came privately unto Jelus, ſaying, Tell 
us when ſhall theſe things be, and what 
{hall be the fign of thy coming and of 
the end of the world? (Mat. xxiv. 3.) 
In the parallel place of St. Mark x11. 4. 
the queſtion is put thus: Tell us when 
{hall theſe things be, and what ſhall be 
the ſign when all theſe things ſhall be 
fulfilled? And in the correſpondent 
paſſage of St. Luke xxl, 7. the queſtion 
is ſtill differently propoſed : But when 
ſhall theſe things be, and what ſign will 
there be when theſe things ſhall come 
to paſs? By comparing St. Luke with 
St, Matthew, we diſcover that the two 
queſtions of the latter relate entirely to 
one ſubject ; the firſt to the time, when 
the vengeance was to be inflicted ; the ſe- 
cond to the ſigns which were to pre- 
6 cede 
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in common with the reſt of their Coun- 
trymen. 

As there 1s an acknowledged difference 
of opinions prevalent among Divines and 
Commentators, concerning the meaning of 
the queſtions of our Lord's diſciples, which 
were the foundation of his ſubſequent 
reply, in the xxivth of St. Matthew, &c. 
—our firſt object will be to aſcertain that 
meaning with as much accuracy as poſſible. 
And, if we avail ourſelves of the ample 
advantages which a compariſon of the dif- 
ferent Evangeliſts affords, and at the ſame 
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different Evangeliſts, by Dr. Edwards, is 
ſo accurate, and, in my opinion, ſo unex- 
ceptionable, that I ſhall make no apology 
for preſenting it to my readers, 
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* The diſciples aſtoniſhed and concerned 
at the denunciation of that ſevere ſen- 
tence, which involved even the coſtly 
and magnificent ſtructure of the temple, 
came privately unto Jeſus, ſaying, Tell 
us when ſhall theſe things be, and what 
{hall be the ſign of thy coming and of 
the end of the world? (Mat. xxiv. 3.) 
In the parallel place of St. Mark x11. 4. 
the queſtion 1s put thus: Tell us when 
{hall theſe things be, and what ſhall be 
the ſign when all theſe things ſhall be 
fulfilled? And in the correſpondent 
paſſage of St. Luke xx1, 7. the queſtion 
is ſtill differently propoſed : But when 
ſhall theſe things be, and what ſign will 
there be when theſe things ſhall come 
to pals? By comparing St. Luke with 
St, Matthew, we diſcover that the two 
queſtions of the latter relate entirely to 
one ſubject ; the firſt to the time, when 
the vengeance was to be inflicted ; the ſe- 
cond to the ſigns which were to pre- 
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cede its execution. If again we com- 
e pare St. Luke with St. Mark, we per- 
« ceive that the diſtinction, which a late 
* writer would introduce, between theſe 
things and all theje things, is utterly 
* without foundation, (See Tbeclag. Re- 
poſit. vol. vi. p. 188) 


Theſe remarks of Dr. Edwards may be 


confirmed by a further compariſon of the 
phraſe—the end of the world from whence 
has ariſen the chief ambiguity of theſe 
queſtions, with ſome other paſſages where 
this phraſe is ufed. 1 Cor. x. 11. All theſe 
things (the things which the Apoſtle in the 
preceding context had been enumerating) 
happened to them for enſamples, and they 
are written for our admonition, upon whont 
THE ENDS OF THE -WORLD are come, Bp. 
Pearce's note upon this paſſage ſeems 
to me to be accurate. St. Paul (ſays he) 
did not imagine that the end of the aworld 
was at hand, as ſome commentators have, 
much to bis prejudice, ſuppoſed; he only 
alluded to the Jewiſh diſtinction of time. 
Another paſſage of the like import we 
have in the epiſtle to the Hebrews, ix. 26. 
Noto quce, IN TRE EN p OF THE WORLD, 


bath 
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hath he (Chriſt) appeared to put away fin, 
by the ſacrifice of himſelf, which phraſe, 
ſays, the ſame learned commentator, re- 
lates not to the end of the world, but to the 
preceding age's being ended. 


Beſides this, we have ſtill further evi- 
dence in the 24th of St. Matthew, and 
the parallel chapters of St. Mark and St. 
Luke, where this phraſe is firſt uſed, to 
corroborate the limitation of its meaning, 
to the time when the deftruction of the 
temple was to take place. Je hall (ſays 
Chriſt) hear of wars and rumours of wars : 
See that ye be not trouble; fer all theſe things 
muſt come to paſs— but the END 1s not yet * 
St. Luke thus expreſſes it: The END all 
not be who; immediately 4 So again. This 


Goſpel of the kingdom ſhall be preached en c 


eur in all the world, for a witneſs wan reis 


e9veor t0'all the nations, and then ſhall the RV 
come. To what can the end here men- 
tioned relate? not ſurely % the end of the 
world, in the proper and ſtriét ſenſe of 
that ghraſe—for beſides that the preaching 
of the goſpel of the kingdom ſcems in- 


* Mat. xxiv. 6. + Luke xai 9. 1 Mat. xxiv. 14. 


Com- 
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compatible with the immediate approach 
of ſuch an event, what has the abomina- 
tion of deſolation mentioned in the follow- 
ing veiſe to do with that event? And to 
what purpoſe ſhould the diſciples of Jeſus 
be directed upon ſuch an occaſion to flee 
to the mountains and to make ſuch ſpeed 
as not to enter inte the houſe where they 
were, to take any thing out of it, or to 
return from the field to ſecure even their 
necellary clothing? The end there ſpoken 
of, muſt therefore relate to the deſtruction 
of Jeruſalem, or to the end of the age pre- 
ceding that of the Meſſiah, of which that 
dreadful cataſtrophe was to be the ſignal, 


If again we examine the queſtion which 
the diſciples put to their Maſter Vat 
fall be the fign of thy coming? we {hall 
have ample proof of its true meaning, and 
the moſt ſatisfactory evidence that it re- 
lates, not to his coming at the end of the 
world but to the coming of that kingdom 
which had, in the beginning of our Lord's 
miniſtry, been pronounced to be at hand. 


We have already ſeen to what troubles 
the faithful execution of the office com- 
mitted 
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mitted to their charge would, according to 
their Maſter's prediction, expoſe them, and 
the aſfurance that our Lord then thought 
it neceſſary to give them that notwith- 
ſtanding theſe difficulties, his kingdom, at 
a given period, would certainly come. We 
have ſeen, that on a future occaſion he took 
an opportunity to inform them of his own 
ſyfferings and death, and have taken notice 
of the extreme ſurprize which this intima- 
tion excited in their minds, and that a re- 
petition of the aſſurances of his coming 
was abſolutely neceſſary to allay their ap- 
prehenſions and to keep them ſteady in 
their attachment to him. And it muſt 
occur to every thinking perſon that ſuch 
predictions could not fail to affect the 
minds of men, who were under the influ- 
ence of ſtrong prejudices in favour of a 
temporal kingdom, and that it required no 
ordinary degree of faith and no flight opi- 
nion of the integrity of our Lord's cha- 
racer, to be ſatisfied with ſuch general aſ- 
ſurances. 


If the reaſoning which has been em- 
ployed in unravelling the meaning of theſe 
paſſages be allowed to be juſt, there can, 

E I think, 
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I think, be no poſſible objection to our ap- 
plying the ſame reaſoning to aſcertain the 
meaning of the queſtion of the diſciples in 
the beginning of the xxivth of Matthew; 
for we are ſo far from having any evidence 
from the Goſpel hiſtory, that the Diſciples 
thought the kingdom of the Meſſiah was 
come, that even after our Lord's reſurrec- 
tion, we find them putting this queſtion to 
him. Acts 1. 6. Lord, wilt thou at this 
time reſtore the kingdom to Iſrael? As this 
is a fact which cannot be diſputed, it will 
neceſſarily follow that the prediction which 
our Lord, in the beginning of this chapter, 
utters concerning the deſtruction which was 
to befall their country, and particularly the 
deſtruction of their magnificent temple,could 
not but affect the minds of his diſciples in a 
manner equally as ſtrong as upon either of 
the former occaſions ; for nothing could be 
more inconſiſtent with their notions than 
that ſuch an event ſhould happen. They 
did not indeed (as in the inſtance of our 
Lord's predicting his own ſufferings) ſay 
This dreadful event ſhall not happen to 
our country; probabiy remembering the 
ſevere rebuke which they, upon that occa- 
ſion, met with from our Lord. But we 


find 


* 
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find them immediately directing their at- 
tention to the grand object of their expec- 
tations, and very ſignificantly expreſſing 
their ſentiments (their doubts and appre- 
henſions) by the queſtions which they put 
to him. When ſhall theſe things be? And 


what (if theſe things muſt be) ſhall be the 
ſign of thy coming, and of the end of the world? 


As if they had ſaid—We are unable to re- 
concile theſe events with each other, and 


are deſirous of farther information upon 
the ſubject. 


It is, I confeſs, out of my power to 
conceive any thing more natural than the 
queſtions which the diſciples put to their 
Maſter upon this occaſion or more exactly 
correſpondent to the ſentiments and expec- 
tations which, at the time, muſt have occu- 
pied their minds. And the evidence that the 
coming, which they with ſo much ſolicitude 
enquire about, was the coming of the Meſ- 


ſiah's kingdom, which they had all along 


been led to expect, is as complete, at leaſt in 
my opinion, as any one can well deſire. We 
may therefore reaſonably expect“ (to uſe 
the words of Dr, Edwards) © that as the 
« information ſolicited is confined to one 

E 2 * event, 
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ce event, the information communicated will 
te be equally reſtricted. This preſumption,” 
he adds, © will be confirmed by a peruſal 
* of the chapter we are at preſent conſi- 
“ dering; in which, from the third to the 
twenty-ninth verſe, our Saviour replies 
“ to the ſecond queſtion, by pointing out 
* the ſigns which would enable the diſciples 
<* to prognoſticate his coming: he proceeds 
t from the twenty-eighth verſe to anſwer 
« the firſt queſtion, by defining the limits 
«© within which both the deſolation and 
« his own glorious advent would certainly 
© happen; and declaring, in the moſt 
«© ſolemn language, that they ſhould come 
*« to paſs in that generation: but, as the 
« preciſe time was known only to the 
« Father, he concludes the chapter, by 
e delivering an exhortation to ſobriety 
% and vigilance.“* 


From this excellent epitome of the xxivth 
chapter of St. Matthew, we might natu- 
rally enough be led to conclude, that Dr. 
Edwards conſidered the whole of it to re- 
late to the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, ex- 
cluſively of the day of judgment. But in 


* 2d Sermon, pp. 21—2. 
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animadverting upon my attempt to prove 
that the chapter relates entirely to the 
former event, he ſays—“ Though it can- 
e not he diſſembled that this interpretation 
e poſſeſſes ſome advantages over the more 
common hypotheſis, which by violently 
ſevering the latter part from the for- 
mer, renders them applicable to different 
<« events, yet the thirtieth verſe ſeems ſtrong- 
“ly to oppoſe, if not irrefragably to con- 
fute the opinion which he eſpouſes. This 
important paſſage he very ſlightly runs 
over, without condeſcending to illuſtrate 
it by a particular explanation,” * 


cc 


cc 
cc 
cc 


ce 


The propriety of this cenſure I ſhall not 
controvert, but leave it to the reader to 
judge of it for himſelf, by a peruſal of what 
J have advanced upon it in page 26 of my 
Illuſtration of various paſſages of Scripture.— 
I cannot however but lament that the 
learned Preacher has not thought proper 
to aſſign any reaſons for thinking that the 
zoth verſe ſeems ſtrongly to oppoſe, if not 
irrefragably to confute my hypotheſis !— 
For my own part I am ſo far from being 
able to perccive any tendency in this paſ- 


* 2d Sermon, p. 24. 
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ſage to confute my opinion upon the ſub- 
ject, that it ſeems, on the contrary, ſtrongly 
to corroborate ſuch an excluſive applica- 
tion! Dr. Edwards has himſelf allowed, 
in expreſs terms, that the Eyangeliſt pro- 
<« ceeds from the 28th verſe, to anſwer the 
e firſt queſtion, by defining the limits, 
* within which both the deſolation and 
his own glorious advent would certainly 
© happen, and declaring in the moſt ſo- 
ce lemn language, that they ſhould come 
eto paſs in that generation.”* Indeed it 
cannot be denied (whatever may be the 
hypotheſis eſpouſed) that the zoth verſe is 
a direct anſwer to the queſtion hat ſhall 
be the ſign of thy coming? That this coming 
related to the completion of our Lord's 
original declaration, that his kingdom was 
at hand, will, I preſume, after what has 
been already advanced, admit of no reaſon- 
able doubt: That the diſciples continued 
to expect this coming, at the time when the 
queſtions in the beginning of the xxivth 
of Matthew were put to our Lord, 1s 
equally clear ; and that he in his anſwers 
connected this coming with the deſtruction 
of Jeruſalem, is aflerted in ſuch direct 


ad Sermon, p. 22. 


and 
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and poſitive terms, that I do not ſee how it 
is poſſible to deny it. 


We do not at preſent enquire into the 
meaning of the coming of Chriſt in the 
zoth verſe ; but whatever that may be, it 
muſt neceſſarily be applied to the verſe 
immediately following, it being only a 


deſcription of the effects of that coming 


upon the elect, 


This being granted, the diſciples are, in 
the 32d and 33d verſes directed to take 
notice of the parable of the fig tree. Now 
learn a parable of the fig tree; when bis branch 
is yet tender, and putteth forth leaves, ye know 
that ſummer is nigh : So hikewiſe ye, when ye 
ſhall ſee ALL THESE THINGS, know that 1T 
is near, even at the doors. St. Mark's ex- 
preſſion is very little different from that of 
St. Matthew. Ch. xiii. 29. So ye, in like 
manner, when ye ſhall ſee THESE THINGS 
come to paſs, know that 1T is nigh, even at 
the deors, If there is any ambiguity in 
the uſe of the pronoun IT that ambiguity 
will immediately be removed by comparing 
theſe paſſages with the parallel paſſage in 
St. Luke, xx1. 31. So likewiſe ye, when ye ſee 
THESE THINGS come to paſs, know ye that 


| the KINGDOM OF GoD is nigb at hand. 
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It muſt not be concealed, that Dr. Ed- 
wards, in a note referring to this very 
paſſage of St. Luke, quotes Dr. Sykes as 
very readily allowing that by the kingdom 
of God, we are here to underſtand its glo- 
rious ſtate and perfection in a future world. 
And what is very extraordinary, Dr. Ed- 
wards adds“ any other interpretation 
© would be utterly groundleſs,” * 


'I muſt confeſs, that in Dr. Edwards's 
Sermon upon the ſubject of the coming 
of Chriſt, there are marks of his poſſeſſing 
conſiderable abilities, as a critic. Beſides, 
his accurate epitome of the xxivth of St. 
Matthew, which has already been laid be- 
fore the reader ; his rule of criticiſm, which 
he has laid down in page 14, is ſo juſt, 
that it will, I am ſure, meet with the ap- 
probation of every perſon of judgment : 
« That whenever the ſame word is uſed 
in the ſame ſentence, or in different 
ſentences, not diſtant from each other, 
we ought to interpret it preciſely in 
the ſame ſenſe; unleſs either that ſenſe 
ſhould 1nvolve a palpable contradiction 
of 1deas, or the writer expreſsly informs 


us that he repeats the word in a freſh 
© acceptation.”-þ 


cc 
cc 
ec 
cc 
cc 
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2d Sermon, p. 33. + Ibid. page 14. 
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Had the learned Univerſity Preacher at- 
tended to this excellent rule, in the in— 


terpretation of the phraſe the kingdom of 


God, in the paſſage we are conſidering, 
it is impoſſible he could have ſaid, that 
* any other interpretation than that of Dr. 
Sykes, would indeed be utterly ground- 
e leſs.” Is it a groundleſs ſuppoſition-— 
when the Evangeliſt ſays, when ye fee theſe 
things—or, as it is in Matthew, all theſe 
things, that a reference is made to the 
things which had, in the preceding part 
of the chapter, been deſcribed ? Is it a 
groundleſs ſuppoſition that in the verſes 
immediately following this paſlage, the 
Evangeliſt includes the coming of the king- 
dom of God in the rams THE ALL that was 
to be fulfilled in that generation, and that 
this 1s declared in the molt folemn lan- 
guage? Or, will Dr. Edwards ſhelter him- 
ſelf under the abſurd interpretation of Dr. 
Sykes, that the word generation, mult ex- 
tend beyond the people then living, and 
mean that the people of the Jews, the 
generation of Jews ſhall not ceaſe, till 
all theſe things ſhall happen? A writer 
in the Theological Repoſitory well obſerves, 
that in the uſual ſenſe of the word genera— 


tion, 
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tien, © it contains a plain anſwer to the 
© queſtion of the diſciples; but if it be 
interpreted of the Jewiſh nation, it con- 
« veys no anſwer at all. The nation 
« of the Jews ſhall not periſh till all 
<« theſe things are fulfilled What anſwer 
© 1s this to the enquiry of the diſciples, 
« when ſhall theſe things be! * 


The evidence which we have now laid 
before the reader, that the coming of 
Chriſt means the eſtabliſhment of his king- 
dom upon earth, and that our Lord con- 
nected that coming with the deſtruction 
of Jeruſalem, will, we hope, enable us, 
with ſome propriety, to enter upon a more 
particular conſideration of the paſſage which 
Dr. Edwards thinks ftrongly oppoſes, if 
not irrefragrably confutes the limitation 
of the chapter to the deſtruction of Jeru- 
ſalem, exclafively of the day of judgment. 
This paſſage is introduced by a previous 
deſcription, in the language of prophecy, 
(which to a Jew was perfectly familiar 
and intelligible) of the deſtruction of the 
Jewiſh ftate, v. 29. Immediately after the 


» See the Theol, Repoſit. Vol. vi. p. 154. and my Illuſtra- 
tions, p. p 234. in the note chere. 
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tribulation of thoſe days ſhall the fun be dark- 
ened, and the moon ſhall not give her light, 
and the ſtars ſhall fall from Heaven, and the 
powers of the heavens ſhall be ſhaken, And 
then (v. 30.) ſhall apfear the hu of the Son 
of Man in Heaven; and then ſhall all tbe 
tribes of the earth (or rather land) mourn ; 
and they ſhall fee the Son of Man coming in 
the clouds of heaven, with power and great 
ghry. St. Mark, after a ſimilar deſcrip- 
tion of the approaching ruin of the Jewiſh 
nation, only ſays, And then ſhall they jee 
the Son. of Man coming in the clouds with 
great power and glory. And if we examine 
St. Luke's deſcription of the calamity pre- 
dicted, we ſhall find it is couched in terms 
that are much leſs figurative, and the ſub- 
ſequent coming of the Son of Man ex- 
preſſed exactly in the ſame language as in 
St. Mark. Luke xxi. 25, 26, 27. And 
there ſhall be figns in the ſun, and in the 
moon, and in the flars; and upon the earth 
diſireſs of nations, with perplexity; the ſea, 
and the waves roaring; mens hearts fail- 
ing them for fear, and for looking after theſe 
things which are coming on the earth ; for 
the powers of heaven ſhall be ſhaken. And 
then ſhall they ſee the Sm of Man coming in a 
cloud, with power and great glory. 

From 


| 


” 
— © TI a 
— Je * L 1 


(0 3 


From a compariſon of theſe ſeveral ac- 
counts of the Evangeliſts, we find that 
they all agree in deſcribing the coming of 
the Son of Man wiTH POWER AND GREAT 
GLORY ; and ſo far they harmonize with 
St. Mark's deſcription, ch. ix. 1. that here 
were fome flanding among them, who ſhould 
nat taſie of death till they had ſeen the kingdom 
of God come wITH POWER; and with the 
paſſages parallel to it, though thoſe other 
paſſages, in St. Matthew and St. Luke, only 
expreſs the coming of the kingdom of God, 
without particularizing, in the words that 
St. Mark uſes, the exact manner of his 
coming, viz. that it would be with power. 
See Mat. xvi. 28. Luke ix. 27. All 
theſe expreſſions plainly allude to the 
powerful and increaſing influence which 
the doctrine and religion of Chriſt would 


have upon the minds of men—of which 


more hereafter, 
Another part of the deſcription of the 


coming of the Son of Man, common to all 


the Evangeliſts, in the verſe before us, is hig 
coming IN CLOUDS, or IN A CLOUD. The Jew- 
1h nation expected that the Son of Man (the 
Meſſiah) would deſcend viſibly from heaven 
to take upon him the government of their 
country, and to lead them out to victory 

over 
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over all their enemies. But he informs 
them that inſtead of coming agreeably to 
theſe expectations, his coming would, with 
reſpect to them, be in clouds, or in the 
clouds of heaven, 1. e. in the viſible and ma- 
nifeſt execution of divine judgment upon 
them. They could (as Dr. Gerard has ob- 
ſerved) ſcarcely fail to perceive that com- 
ing in the clouds of heaven implied exe- 
cuting judgment; for the expreſſion is uſed 
ſeveral times in their own ſcriptures, and 
always means no more than this.“ 


I ſhall only remark farther upon this 
part of the paſſage, that though the queſ- 
tion is put by the diſciples, yet in his 
anſwer our Lord does not ſay ve, but in 
the plural number rury all ſee the Son 
of Man coming in the clouds of heaven, 
They were to be the objects of the divine 
vengeance, while his diſciples were en- 
couraged to liſt up their beads, for their re- 
demption was drawing nigh. 


One phraſe only now remains to be ex- 
plained, and that is peculiar to St. Mat- 
thew, viz. They ſhall ſee the fizgn of the Son of 
Man in heaven, I have in my Illuſtration 


See Geratd's Diſſertations, p. 203+ 
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of various paſſages of Scripture, page 26, 
referred this language to the celebrated 
paſſage of the Prophet Daniel, ch. vii. 
13, 14. 1 ſaw in the night viſions, and be- 
hold one, like the Son of Man, came with the 
clouds of heaven, and came to the antient of 
days ; and they brought him near before him, 
and there was given him dominion and glory, 
and a kingdom, that all people and nations 
ſhould ſerve bim. As there can be no doubt 
that this paſſage is deſcriptive of the power 
and dignity which was, in the fulneſs of 
time, to be veſted in the Meſſiah, the ſtrict 
propriety of the Evangeliſts applying it to 
the coming of the Son of Man muſt be evident 
at firſt ſight, And unti] the prophecy of 
Daniel can be proved to be deſcriptive of 
the final judgment of the world, we may 
ſafel/ affirm, that the whole of this zoth 
verſe, is ſo far from ſtrongly oppoſing, or 
irrefragably confuting my hypotheſis, that 
it will remain an inconteſtible evidence, 
ſupported by the whole of the preceding 
and ſubſequent context, of its ſolidity. It 
was a direct anſwer to the queſtion of the 
diſciples hat ſhall be the $16N of thy com- 
ing? Why, ſays our Lord, then ſball ap- 
fear the sid of the Sen of Man in heaven: 

: the 
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the very ſign which the Jews repeatedly, 
and with great earneſtneſs, called upon 
Jeſus to give, that he was the perſon he 
pretended to be. 


Very pertinent to this ſubject are the 
words of Dr. Gerard in his Diſſertations 
already quoted. The Jews ſtrained the 
ce coming in the clouds of beaven to a literal 
« ſenſe, to the meaning of a viſible ap- 
« pearance, in Daniel's prediction; and 
© though they underſtood it to imply the 
* execution of judgment, yet it was only 
upon their enemies, not upon them- 
&« ſelves. But Jeſus informed them that 
ce it did not here, any more than in other 
<« paſſages, denote a viſible appearance; 
te that it meant ſimply the execution of 
« judgment, and that the Jews themſelves 
te were the objects of that judgment.” — 
A ſign, ſays Jeſus, has frequently been 
© aſked of me; I will now tell you, what 
* ſign ought to have been expected: it the 
* Jews had known what it is, they would 
not have been fo ſollicitous for it ; it is 
very different from what they ſuppoſe it 
© to be: the whole Jewiſh nation thall be 
utterly diſſolved by the ſevere vengeance 


© of 


10 


of God ; this is the fign of the Son of Man 
which ſhall appear in heaven, for this is all 
that Daniel means by the Son of Man com- 
ing in the clouds of heaven, in the paſſage 
on which they found their expectation of 
a ſign. On this occaſion, then, Jeſus not 
only aſſured them that the ſign which 
they looked for would not be given, but 
alſo pointed out where their miſtake lay, 
© and explained the true meaning of the 
* prophecy on which they founded it,'— 
See Gerard's Diſſertations, pp. 203-4. 
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It muſt contribute not a little to recom- 
mend the unity of ſenſe for which I have 
contended in the preceding diſquiſition upon 
the xxivth chapter of St. Matthew, to ob- 
ſerve the extreme embarraſſment which the 
patrons of the oppoſite hypotheſis labour 
under. It has, as we have ſeen, been the 
foundation of the objection of unbelievers 
to the truth of Chriſtianity—and no won- 
der; for the following exemplification of the 
difficulties which mult occur to every man's 
mind upon the ſcheme of a double refer- 
ence to the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, and to 
the day of judgment, will be abundantly 
ſufficient to prove that great doubts and 


perplex- 
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perplexities, if not infidelity, muſt necef- 
ſarily enſue. It is taken from a writer 
who evidently poſſeſſes conſiderable abili- 
ties, and who, it is hoped, will not take 
offence at my preſenting it to the reader, 
ſimply for the purpoſe of ſhewing in a 
ſtrong point of view, the difficulties which 
attend the common hypotheſis. 


After having made ſome obſervations 
upon the differences which take place 
between St. Matthew and St. Luke, he 
proceeds as follows: From theſe diffe- 
* rences among the Evangeliſts, it is evi- 
e dent that they ſpoke of the deſtruction 
* of Jeruſalem and of the end of the 
* world promiſcuouſly ; and conſequently 
* that they conſidered theſe two periods 
as one and the ſame. But this will 
e appear in a ſtill ſtronger light, from 
one part of our Saviour? diſcourſe in 
* which they all agree.” 


« Immediately, ſays Matthew, ** after 
& the tribulation of thoſe days, ſhall they ſe 
« the Son of Man coming in the clouds of 
* heaven, with power and great glory,— 


* And he ſhall ſend forth his angels with g 
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e great ſound of trumpet, and they all ga- 
* ther together his elect from the four winds, 
* from one end of heaven to the other — ex- 
* preſſions perfectly correſponding to thoſe 
* uſed in the next chapter, where there 
* can be no doubt that it is the day of 
“judgment which is ſpoken of —awhen the 
& Son of Man fhall come in his glory, and 
e all his holy angels with him, then ſhall he 
* fit upon the throne of his glory, and before 
% him ſhall be gathered all nations.* But 
e when we imagine that we have been 
hearing of the laſt grand cataſtrophe of 
6 nature, it is added, Verily, I ſay unto 
* you, this generation ſhall not paſs, till all 
&* theſe things be fulfilled.” 


e In the ſame manner, Mark and Luke, 
* while evidently diſcourſing of the cala- 
% mities of the Jews, ſeem to riſe, by a 
0 ſudden tranſition, from the period of the 
Jewiſh ſtate to that of the world itſelf, 
and deſcribe the coming of our Saviour 
in terms nearly ſimilar and equally ſub- 
lime ; yet all with one conſent refer the 
whole to that preſent generation.” 


Mat. xxv. 31, 32. 


« What. 
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„ What then can we infer from ſuch 
* lofty deſcriptions, conſiſting of images, 
* ſo applicable to the general judgment of 
ee the world; which are, notwithſtanding, 
limited to that preſent generation, and 
e conſequently incapable of repreſenting 
* any thing beyond the period of the de- 
** ſtruction of Jeruſalem; but that the 
e writers had aſſociated both ideas together 
*in their own imagination.“ 


* In ſhort, the account of the Evange- 
e liſts has all the appearance of an im- 
* perfect copy from a perfect original, 
* And from hearing a diſcourſe, clear, 
ce doubtleſs, in itſelf, and accurately diſtin- 
e guiſhing between the two great events, 
te they have preſented us with fragments 
“ evidently miſplaced, but which as evi- 
te dently refer to each other, whence by a 
% more apt arrangement we can form a 
perfect whole.“ 


F 2 It 


see a Volume of Sermons by Pendlebury Houghton, from 
p- 224, to p. 229. It appears to me that it would be an Her- 
culean labour, with all the light and knowledge that Mr. H, 
poſſelſes, to produce a more apt arrangement, and to form 
2 perſect whole, upon the plan of a double reference to the 
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It would be doing the greateſt violence 
to my own judgment to entertain the moſt 
diſtant ſuſpicion that this writer intended 
to burleſque Chriſtianity by the deſcrip- 
tion which he has here given of the 24th 
of St. Matthew and its parallels. But 
however pure his intentions may be, cer- 
tain it is, that ſuch a deſcription is, in 
the higheſt degree, injurious to the cha- 
racter of the evangelical hiſtorians, as it 
repreſents them as ſetting at nought all 
the rules of good writing, and as intro- 
ducing a confuſion and obſcurity, which 
mult render all ſober criticiſm uſeleſs, 


Such, however, 1s the addreſs of this 
writer, that he turns this very ambiguity 
and confuſion, and the 1gnorance of the di- 
ſciples, into an argument for the truth 
of Chriſtianity. * What they relate, 
« therefore (ſays he) was not their own 
« invention, becauſe it does not ap- 
« pear to have been perfectly underſtood 


two different events of the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, and the 
day of judgment; not to ſay that ſuch liberties taken with 
the holy Scriptures would lay them open to a ccrruption ard 
depravation, which would render them, as a revelation, uſeleſs! 


&« by 
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e by them, It comes from a ſuperior 
« ſource, and bears upon the face of it 
ce the moſt ſtriking marks of our bleſſed 
e Saviour himſelf, as it is quite in his 
% own acknowledged manner, to lead the 
* thoughts of his diſciples from temporal 
* to eternal things,” See pp. 228—9. 


When he ſays, it was quite in our Sa- 
viour's acknowledged manner, to lead the 
thoughts of his diſciples from temporal to 
eternal things, the fact 1s indiſputable : 
but I preſume that he ſuppoſes a more 
apt arrangement and a perfect whole to 
have been formed, and an imperfef copy 
corrected by a perfect original—otherwiſe 
this will be ſhifting the blame from the 
diſciples to their Maſter—and in that 
caſe I muſt deny that it was agree- 
able to his acknowledged manner. The 
learned Dr. Jortin, in his excellent Treatiſe 
on the Truth of the Chriſtian Religion,“ 
has collected a great variety of inſtances 
of our Lord's leading the thoughts of his 
diſciples from temporal to eternal things, 


See p. 215 to 221, 2d edit. Laws Conſiderations, p. 1. 
Harweod's Introduction, p. 264 to 273. 


3 which 
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which do the higheſt credit to the cha- 
racter of our Lord as a teacher of religion; 
but perſpicuity is characteriſtic of them 
all. «k But in the pretended direction of 
the thoughts of the diſciples from the 
judgment that was coming upon Jeruſa- 
lem, to that of the final judgment, there 
is, on the contrafy, a confuſion and am- 
biguity, which, upon the common hypo- 
theſis cannot be denied. The truth is, 
it is inſeparable from the ſcheme; and 
ſome men of the greateſt name, as well 
as the preſent writer, have ran into great 
abſurdities and contradictions upon this 


The learned Writer here referred to has, I confeſs, among 
other inſlances of this kind, quoted St. Matthew xxiv. 32, and 
Luke xxi. 29 ; but the reference in both theſe paſſages (for they 
are evidently parallel) is to the coming of his kingdom, which 
he had announced in the beginning of his miniſtry, The parable 
will bear repeating, and will be no bad ſample of the perſpi- 
cuity which graced his alluſions in general. And he ſpake to 
them a parable: Behold the fig tree, and all the trees ! When they 
noa ſhoot forth, ye ſee and knew of your own ſelves that ſummer 
rs now nigh at hand. So likewiſe ye, when ye, ſee theſe things 
(the things he had been deſcribing) come to paſs, know ye that 
the kingdem of God is nigh at hand. If the alluſion had been 
{as Dr. Sykes and, on his authority, Dr. Edwards ſuppoſe) 
to the kingdom of God in its glorious ſtate and perfection in 
a future world here would have been the propriety of the 
compariſon? Could there have been a greater perverſion of 
the meaning of words ? 


ſub- 
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ſubject. See ſome ſtriking inſtances of 
this in my Illuftrations, pp. 28, 9, and the 
note there. 


But it is time to diſmiſs this part of 
our ſubject, and proceed to the laſt ſcene 
of our Saviour's life, when he was ar- 
faigned before the High Prieſt as an im- 
poſtor who had aſſumed the great and im- 
portant character of the Meſſiah ; to which 
his preſent degraded ſituation bore (in the 
eyes of the Jewiſh nation) no kind of re- 
ſemblance, 


It appears from the relations of the 
Evangeliſts Matthew and Mark, that the 
rulers of the Jews at firſt endeavoured by 
the teſtimony of falſe witneſſes to prove 
that he was an impoſtor. When they had 
delivered their evidence, the High Prieſt 
aſked our Lord what he had to ſay in his de- 
fence, Mat. xxvi. 62. Anſwereſt thou nothing? 
A hat is it which theſe witneſs againſt thee ? 
But Jeſus, in the expreſſive language of the 
Evangeliſt, held his peace! And nothing 
could prevail upon him to break ſilence but 
the ſolemn adjuration of the High Prieſt: 
J adjure thee, by the living God, that thou 

F 4. tell 
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tell us whether thou be the Chriſt, the Son of 
the living God. To which our Lord, with 
great and becoming dignity, replied, thou 
haſt faid; or, as St. Mark has it, 1 am.— 
He then immediately added, Moreover I tell 
yh, hereafter, or as the words an' apr: or 
amo rw w (Luke xx1. 69.) ought to have 
been rendered, FROM THE PRESENT TIME, 
we ſhall fee the Son of Man fitting on the right 
hand of power, and coming in the clouds of 


Heaven, 


If there is any connection between the 
queſtion of the High Prieſt and the reply 
which our Lord made to it; if a perſon's 
meaning can be collected from the ſitua- 
tion and circumſtances of things at the 
time he ſpoke; the meaning of our Lord 
can be no other than this that though he 
was now in the hands of his enemies, 
degraded, contemned and reviled as an 
impoſtor and a notorious malefactor, yet 
the claim which he had made to. the cha- 
racter of the Meſliah was juſtly founded! 
And as a proof that it was fo, they ſhould 
ſoon ſee him inveſted with great power 
and dignity. Ye ſhall fee the Son of Man 


ſitting on the right hand of power, and coming 
1a the clouds of heaven, 


Now 


T2 1 


Now I aſk what other poſſible meaning 
could the Jewiſh Rulers put upon the for- 
mer part of this reply, than that he ſhould 
be put in poſſeſſion of that power, what- 
ever that was, that peculiarly belonged to 
the Meſſiah ? As to the other part of our 
Lord's declaration, that they ſhould ſee him 
coming in clouds—it was morally 1mpoſ- 
ſible they ſhould be 1gnorant of the mean- 
ing of the phraſe ;* and a very ſevere and 
cutting declaration it was to them. It 
was as if he had ſaid—You have been 
looking and longing for a perſon under 
the character of your Meſſiah, who ſhould 
raiſe you to the highelt diſtinction among 
the nations and render you proſperous be- 
yond the example of ail former times. 
You expect all the ſenſual gratifications 
which power or wealth can beſtow—but 
thoſe expectations will aſſuredly be fruſ- 
. trated. Though I am now the object of 
your utter contempt, and am, as one of 
your Prophets foretold, deſpiſed and re- 
jected by men, yet you ſhall ſoon ſee con- 
ſpicuous proots that my kingdom is ap- 
proaching—you ſhall ſce that as my power 


* See this phraſe explained in pages 62, 3, and 4, in my 
Illuſtrations, page 27, 
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is advancing, your impending ruin will 
advance likewiſe. You ſhall ſee the Son of 
Man fitting on the right hand of power, and 
coming in the clouds of beaven. 


We have now examined, with as much 
attention as appears to be neceſlary to 
enable the reader to form an accurate judg- 
ment of the meaning of our Lord, all the 
principal paſſages which mention his coming 
with power and great glory, and which at 
the ſame time aſſert that it would be in that 
generation—or while ſome who were then 
preſent with him were ſtill living. And 
we think we have demonſtrated, from the 
connection and occaſion of the diſcourſe, 
and from the acknowledged ſentiments of 
the diſciples of Chriſt, in particular, and 
of the Jews in general, as well as from 
the language itſelf, that one meaning only 
can be affixed to them—namely, the com- 
ing of that kingdom which, in the begin- 
ning of our Lord's miniſtry, they had been 
taught to expect was at hand, In this in- 
veitigation, we have not indulged ourſelves 
in any fanciful ſpeculations of our own— 
nor aſſumed any doubttul or uncertain 
principles as the foundation of our rea- 

{onings ; 
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ſonings ; but ſach principles only as every 
man at all acquainted with the hiſtory of 
the times of our Saviour muſt admit. We 
have not, in ſhort, had recourſe to in- 
terpretations of particular paſlages, at 
which reaſon revolts, and found criticiſm is 
aſhamed of. We think, on the contrary, 
that our interpretations, in every inſtance 
which has yer fallen under our notice, ſtand 
recommended by a great natural fimplicity, 
eaſe, and propriety ; and by what appears 
to be a diſtinguiſhed trait in the cha- 
racter of our Saviour—a benevolent conde- 
ſcenſion to the prejudices and to the weak- 
neſs of his diſciples. This condeſcenſion 
is, in various inſtances, fo ſtriking, that it 
is almoſt impoſſible that it ſhould eſcape 
the notice of the attentive reader of the 
New Teſtament. It is unneceſſary to point 
out particular caſes of this kind beyond 
what have already been enlarged upon. 


We ſhall now direct our attention to 
ſome other paſſages relative to our ſubject ; 
which, though not of the firſt magnitude 
in point of importance, in the controverſy 
m which we arc engaged, mult not be 


wholly 
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wholly overlooked ; eſpecially as ſome of 
them will have a ſtrong tendency to eſtab- 
liſh the doctrine which we have already 
advanced, 


The firſt, and moſt remarkable paſſage 
which I ſhall take notice of is in the 
xviith of St. Luke, from the 19th verſe to 
the cloſe of the chapter. The whole of 
this diſcourſe ſeems to have been occa- 
fioned by an enquiry of the Phariſees when 
the kingdom of God ſhould come? The anſwer 
of our Saviour is ſhort, but it appears evi- 
dently to have been intended to correct 
the notions which then prevailed, of a 
magnificent and ſplendid monarchy to be 
erected by the Meſſiah. He anſwered 
them and ſaid—The kingdom of God cometh 
wot with obſervation , 1. e. (ſays Bp. Pearce 
in his note upon this paſſage) the kingdom 
of the Meſſiah, or Chriſt, is not to be of 
that kind as ye expect, and which has 
outward ſhow and pomp to make it ob- 
fervable. Neither ſhall they ſay (when it 
does come) Lo here, or lo there | for (they 
fhall ſay) behold the kingdom of God is 
within (or among) you. I have here ſup- 
' plied, whether rightly or not, the reader 
muſt 
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muſt judge, what appears to me to be ne- 
ceſſary to the right underſtanding of our 
Lord's anſwer to the queſtion of the Pha- 
riſees. It is, however, clear to me, that 
he plainly aſſerts the ſpiritual nature of 
the Meſſiah's kingdom, in oppoſition to 
the expectations which they had formed of 
his erecting a temporal kingdom. q. d. 
The kingdom of God, when it comes, 
will, in a great meaſure, conſiſt of inter. 
nal qualifications which its ſubjects muſt 
polleſs.* 


It is the opinion of ſome learned commen- 
tators (which I think probable enough) that 
when our Lord had replied to the queſtion 
of the Phariſees, he addreſſed his diſciples, 
in the hearing of theſe men, and prophe- 
fied of the deſtruction of the Jewiſh ſtate. 
And, it appears to me, that by the diſciples, 
in this place, muſt be meant the great 
body of our Lord's hearers, as well thoſe 


* See the Theol. Repo. p. 269. vol. 6. The writer in this 
work, whoſe ſignature is Idiota, obſerves—that as the queſtion 
of the Phariſees is in the preſet tenle, {*pxirai) he renders 
eri future, only in conformity with £:x£7a4, 


who 
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who did not believe in him as their 
Meſſiah, as thoſe who did. Our Lord 
thus deſcribes the ardour of the general 
expectation of his coming, ver. 22. The days 
will come when ye (who are locking for a 
temporal kingdom) H deſire to ſee one of 
the days of the Son of Man ; but our Lord 
tells theme ſhall not ſee it. No ſuch 
days as you expect ſhall come. Upon this 
declaration he founds his caution, in the 
verſe immediately following, ver, 23. When 
they ſpall ſay to you, Seę bere, or ſee there ; 
go not after them, nor follow them. Then 
follows the reaſon which our Lord aflizns 
for diſregarding any intimations which 
might be made ta them, that their expecta- 
tions were about to be gratified. For as 
the lightning that ſbineth out of the one part 
under heaven, ſhineth unto the other part under 
heaven; ſo ſhall alſo the Son of Man be in his day, 
In the parallel paſſage in the xxivth of St, 
Matthew, this latter clauſe is thus expreſſed 
o ſhall alſo the coming of the Sen of Man 
ze. q d. It will ſoon be made as clear as 
the ſun at noon day, that you have totally 
miſtaken the nature of the Meſſiah's kiug- 
dom, and that you have not the leaſt 
giound to expect his coming in the ſenſe 

which 
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which you have affixed to that event. Our 
Lord adds, ver. 25. But firſt (i. e. before the 
nature of his coming ſhall be fully dif- 
cloſed) muſt he (the Son of Man) ſuffer 
many things, and be rejected by this genera- 
H0n, 


In the ſucceeding part of this chapter, the 
deſcription of the ſecurity which would then 
poſſeſs the minds of the Jews is ſo nearly 
parallel to that which we have in the xxivth 
chapter of St. Matthew, that there can be 
no reaſonable doubt that both of them re- 
late the ſame event, ver. 26. And as it was in 
the days of Noab, ſo fhall it be alſo in the days of 
the Son of Man. St. Matthew ſays, ver. 37. 
But as the days of Neah were, ſo ſhall alſo the 
coming of the Son of Man be. Luke xvu. 27, &c. 
They did eat, they drank, they married wives, 
they were given in marriage, until the day that 
Noah entered into the ark, and the flood came 
and deſtroyed them all. Likewiſe alſo as it was 
in the days of Let—they did eat, they drank, 
they bought, they fold, they planted, they built, 
But the ſame day that Lot went out of Sodom, 
it rained fire and brimſtone from heaven, and 
deſtroyed them all. Even thus, adds our Lord, 
ſhall it be when the Son of Man is revealed.— 


When 
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When the calamity here deſcribed ſhall be 
accompliſhed, it ſhall fully reveal the fal- 
lacy of thoſe expectations of a Meſſiah, 
whoſe victorious arm ſhould give deli- 
verance to the Jewiſh nation, and raiſe 
them to the higheſt pitch of worldly glory 
and proſperity ! This would be a deciſive 
proof that they would in vain defire to ſee 
one of the days of the Son of Mon, in their 
ſenſe of ſeeing hira—or to pay any atten- 
tion to thoſe who ſhould ſay—See here; or 
fee there !* 


I am very ſenſible it is aſſerted by the 
Writer already mentioned, that by his reve- 
lation of the Son of Man, we are to under- 


+ The reader will perhaps not be diſpleaſed to be reminded 
here, of the queſtion of the diſciples in the 24th of Matthew— 
I Hat fail be the f:gn of thy coming, and of the end of the age, i. e. 
of the Moſaic age? The anſwer of our Lord is—the ſign of 
the end of the age is, the deſtrution of Jeruſalem—the ſign of 
my coming— and that the nature of it is miſtaken by you is, 
that it will be iz clouds-=not as a temporal Prince and a Con- 
queror. So here, by the calamities that were comiag on the 
Jews, the Sonu of Man would be revealed and it would evi- 
dently appear that they ſhould not /ce one of the days of the Son 
of Man to bring them the deliverance they ſo ardently ex- 
pected. When Jeraſalem was encompaſſed with armies, it 
was natural for them eagerly to look for ſuch a deliverance ; 
and it was probably to this period which our Lord alluded 
when he ſaĩd— Te days will comg when ye ſhall deſire to ſee one 
pf the days of the Sen of Man, and ye ſhall not ſee it. f 4 

an 
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ſtand the period of his coming to judge the 
world. This, he ſays, © appears from its 
being introduced in the ſame manner, 
* and illuſtrated by the ſame compariſons 
e that are uſed by Matthew, when ſpeak- 
„ ing of the day which no man knoweth, 
* but which is known to God only.” And 
from hence he concludes, * it is evident 
they ſpoke of the deſtruction of Jeruſa- 
lem and the end of the world promiſcu- 
* ouſly ; and conſequently, that they con- 


* ſidered theſe two periods as one and the 
e ſame,”* 


The tendency of this reaſoning to diſ- 
credit the Evangelical hiſtorians is ſo ma- 
nifeſt, that it cannot eſcape the notice of 
any one. It will therefore be proper to 
give it the cloſeſt attention of which the 
ſubject is capable. And I truſt that, be- 
ſides what has been already advanced, it 
will not be difficult to prove that his 
reaſoning is utterly deſtitute of all proba- 
bility, even upon his own principles. The 
variations which are obſervable in the two 
Evangeliſts, afford deciſive evidence of the 


* See P. Houghton's ſermons, pp. 224—5. 
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true ſtate of the caſe. He ſays, that the 
revelation of the Son of Man is introduced 
in the ſame manner, and illuſtrated by the 
ſame compariſons that are uſed by Mat- 
thew, when ſpeaking of the day which no 
man knoweth, but which is known to 
God only. We readily admit the truth of 
this aſſertion, and we think that this har- 
mony of the two hiſtorians, when carefully 
attended to, is a manifeſt proof that the 
deſtruction of Jeruſalem, not the day of Juadg- 
ment is deſcribed, independently of the con- 
ſiderations which we ſhall now adduce, But 
this by the by. 


Now, upon an examination of theſe 
Evangeliſts, we ſhall find, that St. Luke's 
declaration concerning the conſpicuous 
coming of the Son of Man in verſe 24, is 
uſed in the- 27th verſe of St. Matthew, 
where 1t 1s indiſputable that the deſtruction 
of Jeruſalem only is deſcribed. And it is 
remarkable, that with this paſſage St. Mat- 
thew cloſely connects the following, verſe 
28. I hereſeever the carcaſe is, there will the 
eagles be gathered together : but in St. Luke, 
all the compariſons, which ſo exactly agree 
with thoſe of Matthew, are firſt introduced, 
and 
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and the whole is cloſed with a like decla- 
ration, that—Whereſoever the body is, thither 
will the eagles be gathered together ; by which 
it is plainly intimated, to what thoſe inter- 
vening compariſons relate, 


If again we examine the compariſons 
themſelves, which moſt evidently, in St, 
Luke, are intended as illuſtrations of the 
ſuddenneſs of one and the ſame event, we 
ſhall find that the firſt ſet of them, from 
verſe 25 to 30, ſo far I mean as they cor- 
reſpond, are in St. Matthew arranged the 
laſt, from verſe 36 to 40. 


St. Luxe xvil. St. Mar. xxiv. 


v. 26. And as it ws. V. 36. But of that 


in the days of Noah, /o 
ſhall it be alſo in the days 
of the Son of Man. 


27. They did eat, 
they drank, they married 
wives, they were given 
in marriage, until the 
day that Noah entered 
into the ark; and the 
flood came, and deſtroyed 
them all, 


G 


day and hour knoweth ns 
man, no, not the angels 
of heaven, but my Fath 
only, | 


37. But as the days 
of Neab were, ſo ſhall 
alſo the coming of the 
Jon of Man be. 

38. For as in the days 
that were before the flood 
they. were eating and 
drinking, marrving and 


28. Lite- 


A 
- 
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28, Likewiſe alſo as | giving in marriage, until 
it was in the days of | the day that Noah en- 
Lot: they did eat, they | tered into the ark, 
drank, they bought, they 
fold, they planted, they | 39. And knew not un- 

; til the flood cam?, and 
builded. 
| took them all away; ſo 

29. But the ſame day | ſhall alſo the coming of 
that Lot went out of | the Son of Man be. 
Sodom, it rained fire and 
brimſicne from heaven, 


ard deſtroyed them all. 


30. Even thus ſhall it 
be in the day when the 
Sen of Man is revealed. 


Upon the ſubject of the 36th verſe I have 
nothing to add to what I have ſaid in my 
Illuſtration of various paſſages of Scrip- 
ture :* but I muſt beg leave to repeat it, 
that when our Lord fays—of that day and 
hcur—he muſt mean, of that day and hour 
in that generation, otherwiſe here is a rela- 
tive without an antecedent, and of courſe 
it would then be impoſſible to tell what he 
meant, But I muſt obſerve farther, that 


8e e Illuſ. p. 31. © The ſubſequent verſe, which confines 
« the knowledge of the day and hour to the Father only, 
„% does not afﬀfeft the preſent enquiry—for the difficulty is 
« the ſame, whether it be referred to one advent or the other.“ 
dee Dr. Seale's Sermon preached before the Univerſity of 

Camtridge, Dec. 4, 1791. 
when 
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when St. Matthew, at the concluſion of 
verſes 37 and 39 ſays So ſhall alſo the com- 
ing of the Son of man beit is in anſwer to 
the queries of the diſciples in the beginning 
of the chapter, and it is plainly ſynony- 
mous with what St. Luke ſays in verſes 26 
and 30—5So ſhall it be alſo in the days of the 
Son of Man—And, Even thus fhall it be, in 
the day when the Son of Man is revealed. 


But let us, for argument ſake, ſuppoſe 
that this compariſon of St. Matthew, by 
immediately following verſe 36, mani- 
feſtly proves that we are to underſtand the 
period of Chri/t's coming to judge the world; 
yet, if we purſue our examination, the 
advocates of this hypotheſis will be de- 
prived even of this ſlender ſupport, as will 
be ſeen by the following compariſons, com- 
mon both to St, Luke and St. Matthew, 


LUKE XxVIl. | Mar. xxiv. 


v. 31. In that day v. 17. Let him who 
(the day when the Son is on the houſe top, not 
of Man is revealed) he | come down to take any 


who ſhall be upon the | thing out of his houſe.* 
| 8 3 hoſe 


+ © The Jewiſh houfes were flat roofed, and commonly 
„ had two ſtairs, one within and the ether without the houſz, 
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Bouſe top, and his fut] 18. Neither let hint 
in the houſe, let him not | who is 1n the field, return 
come down to take it | back to take his clothes. 

away: und he that is in 
the field, let him likewiſe 
mot return back. | 


Theſe verſes of St. Matthew immediately 
ſucceed our Lord's advice, when they ſaw 
the abomination of deſolation fo flee to the 


mountains: they contain a part of that 


advice, and, of courſe, they can only be 


applied to the beſieging of Jeruſalem by 


the Roman armies. The language of St. 


Luke, therefore, muſt be applied to the 
{ame event. 


The next compariſon of St. Luke, which 
we likewiſe find, with ſome variation, in 
St. Matthew, is as follows: 


by which they went up to the roof. Chriſt's meaning there. 
fore was, that as ſoon as ever they obſerved the firſt ſigns 
of the impending ruin about to fall, they were to fly for 
their lives, without ſtaying a moment to ſave their ſubſtance: 
be who was on the kouſe top was not to go down into his 
houſe, to take away his ſtuff, but was to go off by the outer 


vc paſſage, as the ſpeedieſt way of eſcaping.” See Mack- 


night's Commentary, p. 76, iſt edit. This being the caſe, 
the judicious reader will perceive the extreme propriety of 
our Lord's injunctions, re wah, as they knew neither the day 
nor the hour aue the Sen of Man fhruld come. 


Luxx 
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Luk xvil. 


v. 34. J tell you, in 
that night there ſhall be 


two men in one bed; the 


one ſhall be taken, and 


the other ſhall be left. 


35. Two women ſhall 
be grinding together ; the 
one ſhall be taken, and 
the other left. 


Mar. xxiv. 


v. 40. Then ſhall two 
be in the field; the one 
ſhall be taken, and the 
other left. 


41. To women ſhall 
be grinding at the mill; 
the one ſhall be taken, 
and the other left. 


36. Two men ſhall | 
be in the field; the one 
ſhall be taken, and the 
other left. 


We have been more particular in our exa- 
mination of theſe ſeveral compariſons, com- 
mon to both the Evangelifts, than perhaps 
was ſtrictly neceſſary ; but the ample proof 
that it affords us, from the poſition of theſe 
compariſons in different parts of the xxivth 
cf St. Matthew, of their having a relation 
to one common event, more than com- 
penſate the trouble we have had in the 
collation; and we may now venture to 
aſſert, without pretending to the ſpirit of 
prophecy, that the hypotheſis of a double 
meaning, in the xxivth of Matthew, ang 
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the parallel chapters, will not, in future, 
be embraced by any who are judges of the 
nature of evidence. Of ſuch advantage is 
the relation of the ſame events by different 
hiſtorians! And we will be bold to ſay 
that, in this inſtance at leaſt, the ſacred 
hiſtorians, ſeparately and collectively, have 
as fair a claim to the character of perſpi- 
cuous and conſiſtent writers, as the moſt 
diſtinguiſhed, whether in ancient or mo- 
dern times. If they have been accuſed of 
the contrary qualities, we muſt attribute it 
to a ſtrong pre-diſpoſition to ſupport a 
favourite hypotheſis, and an unaccount- 
able inattention to the plaineſt and the 
eleareſt declarations of Scripture ! 


We now beg leave to call the attention 
of the reader to a paſlage in the twenty- 
third chapter of St. Matthew, which has 
been honoured with the notice of our 
learned Univerſity Preacher. Our Saviour, 
ſays he, cloſes in the following manner his 
pathetic lamentation over the city of Jeru- 
ſalem: Ze ſhall not fee me henceforth, till ye 
ſhall ſay, bleſſed is he that cometh in the name 
of the Lord. Mat. xx. 39.) But in the 
next chapter he deciſively foretells that 

the 
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the generation then exiſting ſnould not be 
totally extinguiſhed, till it had witneſſed 
his ſecond and glorious appearance in the 
clouds of heaven. Yet the records of hiſ- 
tory do not authorize us to believe that 
this prediction was accompliſhed at the 
deſtruction of Jeruſalem ; and it is ſuffi- 
ciently evident that the ſame ſignal cataſ- 
trophe did not influence the Jews to ac- 
knowledge the Meſſiah. And again he 
aſſerts, that the queſtion of the diſciples 
concerning their Maſter's coming was 


evidently founded upon his preceding 
declaration.“ 


It will, I truſt, be unneceſſary for me to 
prove after what has been already ſaid) 
that our Lord did not, in the xxivth chap- 
ter of St. Matthew, foretel that the genera- 
tion then exiſting ſhould not be totally 
extinguiſhed till it had witneſſed his ſecond 
and glorious appearance in the clouds of 
heaven. That chapter appears ſolely to 
relate to the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, and 
to the coming of Chriſt in his Kingdom; 
the accompliſhment of the former of which 
events would fully demonſtrate that they 
had hitherto mittaken the nature of the 

See Edwards's 2d ſermon, pp. 19—23. 
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latter; and it was probably for this reaſon 
that he ſo cloſely connected the two events 
together, that he might the more eaſily 
correct that miſtake ! 
:5 

With reſpect to the connection which 
Dr. Edwards aſſerts to ſubſiſt between the 
latter end of the twenty-third and the 
beginning of the twenty-fourth chapter of 
St. Matthew, 1t appears to me to be an 
aſſertion that is not ſufficiently warranted 
to found any argument upon. A writer 
in the Theological Repoſitory, whom we 
have already quoted, ſays, and I think 
very juſtly (when ſpeaking of the cloſe of 
the twenty-third chapter)—We cannot 
help obſerving that that diſcourſe ends 
with the chapter, and that the twenty- 
fourth chapter records a diſcourſe which 
began ſome time after.“ He might have 
added too, that the occaſion of the diſ- 
courſe in this laſt chapter is very clearly 
ſtated, and ſeems to have no connection 
with what gave riſe to the diſcourſe in the 
preceding chapter. 


But whether this be ſo or not, is of no very 


great importance accurately to determine. 


* See Theol, Repoſir, vol. vi. p. 158, 


It 
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It will be of much more conſequence to 
endeavour, with preciſion, to aſcertain 
what our Lord's meaning was, when he 
ſaid—Ye ſhall not ſee me ax' agn henceforth, till 


ye ſhall ſay, bleſſed is he that comet in the 
name of the Lord, 


The very reſpectable Biſhop of Water- 
ford, in his obſervations on our Lord's 
conduct as a Divine Inſtructor, when ſpeak- 
ing upon this paſſage, ſays,-—** There is 
a difficulty in our Lord's prophecy ut- 
tered after his triumphant entry into 
Jeruſalem, Bleſſed is he that cometh in the 
name of the Lord. The unbeheving Jews 
are addreſſed, to whom our Lord did not 
appear after his reſurrection,” * But,” 
adds he, by way of ſolving the difficulty— 
the Jews ſhall acknowledge and worſhip 
« him; either at his future appearance 
when they are reſtored to their own land, 


or when he fits on his glorious throne to 
judge the world.“ 


cc 


I am ſorry to differ from ſo able and 
judicious a writer as Bp. Newcome—but 
his candour, I am confident, will not ſuffer 
him to take offence at my giving it as my 


'* See Obſervations on our Lord's conduct as a divine in- 
ſtructor, p. 260, 


opinion, 


6) 


opinion, that this paſſage does not relate 
to either of theſe events but is addreſſed 
excluſively to the unbelieving Jews to whom 
it was originally addreſſed. 

* 

The intelligent reader, on a peruſal of 
the preceding context, will immediately 
perceive that the woes which our Lord 
denounces againſt the ſews, were founded 
on the ambition, the hypocriſy, and the 
total want of principle of the Scribes and 
Phariſees who were then living. If there 
could have been any doubt of this, it muſt 
be removed by our Lord's own declaration 
in the 36th verſe—FYer:ly, I ſay unto you, all 
theſe woes raila rarra ſhall come upon this gene- 
ration. Our Lord then breaks out into 
the following pathetic lamentation, dictated 
by the moſt exquiſite ſenſibility !—O Jeru- 
ſalem, Jeruſalem, thou that Rilleſt the prophets, 
and ſtoneth them who are ſent unto thee ; how 
often would I have gathered thy children toge- 
ther, even as a ben gathereth her chickens under 
ber wings, and ye would not ! But that time 
is now paſt. Behold your houſe is left unto 
you deſolate! The reaſon is aſſigned in the 
verſe whoſe meaning we are examining— 
for 1 jay unto you, ye ſhall not ſee me henceforth. 
tl 
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zill ye ſhall ſay—bleſſed is be that cometh in the 
name of the Lord. 


Of the meaning of this laſt phraſe, little 
doubt I think can be entertained, It is 
the ſame with that which was uſed by the 
multitude upon our Lord's triumphant 
entry into Jeruſalem. (Ch. xx1. 9.) And 
the multitudes that went before, and that fol- 
lowed, cried ſaying, Hoſanna to the Son of 
David: BLESSED IS HE THAT COMETH IN 
THE NAME or THE LoRD. The parallel 

paſſages a little vary the phraſe, and very 
fully explain the ſenſe which the Jews 
affixed to it. (Mark xi. 10.) Bleed be the 
KINGDOM of our Father David that cometh 
in the name of the Lord. (Luke xix. 38.) 
Bleſſed be the kix that cometh in the name 
of the Lord. Under the ideas of a Kingdom 
a King—and of him that cometh in the name 
of the Lord they meant the coming of their 
Meſſiah to rule over them, and to raile 
them to the higheſt pitch of worldly 
proſperity. 


It appears from the queſtions which the 
Jewiſh Sanhedrim put to our Lord upon 
his examination, that they knew he laid 


claim 
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claim to the character of the Meſſiah, and 
they could not but know that his preſent 
queſtion to them in the 47th verſe, How 
often would I have gathered thy children toge- 
ther as a hen gathereth her chickens under her 
wings, was an oblique intimation that he 
had a juſt claim to that title—nor could 
they fail to perceive, when he told them— 
ur houſe is left unto you deſolate, that he 
renounced the character of a temporal 
Prince, and that, in fact, they had miſta- 
ken the true deſign of the Meſſiah's com- 
ing. Our Lord, recollecting that theſe: 
were the ſentiments univerſally prevalent 
among them, tells them, at the cloſe of 
this diſcourſe—Ye ſhall not ſee me henceforth 
until ye Mall ſay, bleſſed is be that cometh in 
the name of the Lord. q. d. What I have 
now been telling you, is totally incompa- 
tible with your expectations; but be aſ- 
ſured that I ſhall never aſſume the character 
which you have aſſigned to your Meſſiah, 
—] have done all that could be done, con- 
ſiſtently with the great object of my miſ- 
fion, to ſave you from the calamities which 
hang over your heads - but you would not 
hearken to me; I therefore do now take 
my leave of you—you ſhall ſee me no 
more. 
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I am at a loſs to know how it was poſ- 
fible for a Jew not to feel the force of this 
declaration of our Lord—or not to per- 
ceive its connection with the prediction 
which immediately preceded it. The con- 
nection ſeems to me to be preciſely the 
ſame as in the xviith of St. Luke, of which 
we have already taken particular notice. 
Our Lord there declares that they ſhould 
defire to ſee one of the days of the Son of Man, 
and ſhould not ſee it—but that on the con- 
trary, they ſhould ſee deſtruction coming 
upon them. 

To thoſe who are convinced, with me, 
that this is the true meaning of our Lord, in 
the paſſage before us, it will appear evi= 
dent, beyond diſpute, that our Lord has 
not, in this paſſage at leaſt, foretold, as 
Dr. Edwards has aſſerted, that the Jews 
© ſhould not hereafter behold him, till. 
ce they acknowledged him as their Meſ- 
©« fjah.” Nor do 1 think it is in his, or 
any man's power to produce a ſinglo 
paſſage, which, when fairly interpreted, 
foretels any national acknowledgement of 
him under that character. The learned 
Preacher himſelf, on the contrary, very pro- 
perly obſerves, that ſuch © a converſion 
* was not in the leaſt effected by the cala- 
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© mities which they ſuffered from the 
© Romans; and indeed ſuch a conver- 
fion was incompatible with the deſtruc- 
tion with which they were threatened.— 
So far was our Lord from predicting any 
ſuch event, that we find him putting this 
queſtion, evidently with a reference to this 
very calamity. Luke xvii. 8. When the Son 
of Man cometh ſhall he find faith in the 
land ? 

The attentive reader will obſerve that I 
have not neglected to take notice of the 
moſt difhcult paſſages which either Dr. 
Edwards has pointed out for particular 
diſcuſſion, or which occur in any part of 
the Evangeliſts Matthew, Mark and Luke, 
which are not of the parabolic kind. — 
Theſe indeed, are ſo numerous, and at the 
ſame time ſo important, that they will re- 
quire an inveſtigation far beyond the limits 
which I have at preſent preſcribed to my- 
felf. Should what I here preſent to the 
reader, arreſt his attention ſufficiently to 
encourage this more extenſive and more 
arduous undertaking, I ſhall then have an 
opportunity of doing juſtice to the twen- 
ty-fifth chapter of St. Matthew, which be- 
ing confeſſedly of the parabolic kind, can- 


See pp. 22—3. ; 
no 
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not be conſidered ſeparately to that advan- 
tage which will be afforded by a generat 
examination of the language which our 
Lord uſed in thoſe parabolic repreſentations. 


But although I muſt, for the preſent, 
decline entering upon this extenſive and 
enlarged view of the ſubject, my readers 
VII probably expect me to pay attention 
to ſome paſſages which the learned Univer- 
ſity Preacher has pointed out in the Apoſto - 
lic epiſtles of the New Teſtament, 


It is obvious to remark, that as our Lord 
had predicted the end of the Moſaic age, 
and the introduction of his own kingdom 
as the Meſſiah, under the idea of his com- 
ing, and connected that coming with the de- 
ſtruction of the Jewiſh polity, the Apo- 
{tles, when ſpeaking upon this ſubject, would, 
in all probability, ſpeak the ſame language, 
Upon an examination of theſe writings, we 
and that they actually did adopt this lan- 
guage. Their repreſentations that, tbe Lord 
, was at hand—that the coming of the Lord was 
drawing nigh—that the day was approaching 
are ſo numerous, and ſo often repeated, 
that there is at leaſt a very ſtrong pre- 
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ſumption of their having in view the pro- 
phecies of our Lord upon theſe ſubjects. 
But it has unfortunately happened, as 
we have ſeen, that our Lord's own pro- 


phecies of his coming have been errone- 


_ ouſly interpreted, of his coming to judge 
the world at the laſt day; and it was natu- 
ral to expect that the ſame erroneous inter- 
pretation would be applied to many of 
theſe paſlages in the epiſtles. 


I ſhall confine what I have to ſay, to the 
paſſages which the learned Preacher has 
ſelected, having largely conſidered the ſub- 
ject in my illuſtration of various paſſages 
of Scripture. The firſt of theſe paſlages 
is, 1 Theſſ. v. 4. But ye, brethren, are not in 


darkneſs that that day ſhould overtake you as a 
thief, 


e That St. Paul,” ſays Dr. Edwards, © is 
© here addreſſing himſelf to that gene- 


* ration of the Theſſalonians, to whom 
ee he directed his epiſtles, is ſufficiently 
* evident; yet he clearly intimates that 
** they might live to be ſpectators of that 
awful appearance, of which he had given 
ſach a ſublime deſcription in the con- 
cluſion of the foregoing chapter.“ 


cc 
cc 


cc 
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The queſtion that naturally preſents it- 
ſelf for our conſideration here, 1s, whe- 
ther the connection which is here eſta- 
bliſhed between the cloſe of the fourth, 
and the beginning of the fifth chapter, 1s 
a juſt one? To me it appears, after the 

4 Fa cloſeſt attention which I am able to give 
this ſubject, that they relate to very diffe- 
"rent events the former to the general re- 
ſurrection at the laſt day—the latter to the 
deſtruction that was coming on the Jewiſh 
nation, | 


That this is highly probable, may in the 
firſt place be collected from the ſtate and 
| circumſtances of things in the church at 
| Theſſalonica. This is ſo well repreſented 
by the learned Mr. Arch-Deacon Paley, that 
I ſhall make no apology. for preſenting it 
to my readers in his own wards ; 


No. V. 


e Ch. ii. ver. 14. For ye, brethren, became 
& followers of the churches of God, which, in 
© Tudea, are in Chriſt Jeſus; for ye alſo have 
% ſuffered like things oF YouR own Coux- 
* TRYMEN, even as they have of the Jeus. 


© WY © To 
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e To a reader of the Acts of the 
Apoſtles, it might ſeem, at firſt ſight, 


that the perſecutions which the preach- 
ers and converts of Chriſtianity under- 
went, were ſuffered at the hands of their 
old adverſaries the Jews. But if we 


attend carefully to the accounts there 
delivered, we ſhall obſerve, that though 
the oppoſition made to the Goſpel uſu- 


ally originated from the enmity of the 
Jews, yet in almoſt all places the Jews 
went about to accompliſh their purpoſe, 
by ſtirring up the Gentile inhabitants 


* againſt their converted countrymen.— 


Out of Judea they had not power to 
do much miſchief in any other way. 


This was the caſe at Theſſalonica in 
particular. The Fews which believed not, 


moved with envy, ſet all the city in an 
uproar. Acts, ch. xvii. ver. 5. It was 
the ſame a ſhort time afterwards at Be- 
rea: When the Jeus at Theſſalonica had 
knowledge that the word of God was preached 
of Paul, at Berea, they came thither alſo, 
and ſtirred up the people. Acts, ch. xvii. 
ver. 13. And before this our Apoſtle 
had met with a like ſpecies of perſecu- 
tion, in his progreſs through the leſſer 

e Aſia: 


0 


& Alia: In every city the unbelieving Jeus 
&« ftirred up the Gentiles, and made their minds 
&* evil affected againſt the brethren. Acts, ch. 
© xiv. ver. 2. The epiſtle therefore repre- 
* ſents the caſe accurately as the hiſtory 
* ſtates it. It was the Jews always who fet 
* on foot the perſecutions againſt the Apo- 
“ ſtles and their followers. He ſpeaks truly 


therefore of them when he ſays in this 


<« epiltle, hey both killed the Lord Jeſus and 
** their own prophets, and, have PERStCUTED 
% us—forbidding us to ſpeak unto the Gentiles. 
„ (11. 15, 16.) But out of Judea it was 
at the hands of the Gentiles, it was of 
* their own countrymen, that the injuries 
they underwent were immediately fuſ- 
te tained : Ye have ſuffered like things of your 
own countrymen, even as they have of the 
„% Jews. 


The object of the learned Archdeacon 
1s to ſhew the harmony of the Acts of the 
Apoliles with the account of the ſtate of 
things in the epiſtles; which the reader 
will perceive to be ſufficiently evident. We 
learn from it too, what we are particularly 
concerned to take notice of, that the perſe- 
cutions which the Theſlalonians underwent 
originated from the Jews, The Apoſtle 

H 3 adds, 
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adds, that wrath was coming upon them to the 
uttermoſt, plainly alluding to the deſtruc- 
tion that was to befall their unhappy 
country. In ſuch circumſtances it was 
natural for them to be inquiſitive as to 
the time when this awful event was to 
take place. And we think that the Apoſ- 
tle by the uſe of the phraſe—rhe times 
and the ſeaſons,* very clearly alludes to that 
event, and gives them ſatisfying proofs 
that it would not be long ere it happened. 
I do indeed allow that the concluſion of 
the former chapter relates to the general 
reſurrection of the dead—but it muſt be 
obſerved that this ſubject is plainly diſ- 
miſſed the Apoſtles confideration when it 
is added in the laſt verſe—Wherefore com- 


* If the queſtion of our Lord's diſciples be allowed (as I 
think no one will diſpute, after what has been ſaid) to relate 
to the kingdom of the Meſſiah—Lord, wilt thou at this time 
reſtore the kingdom of Iſrael ! The anſwer—1t it not for you to 
know the times and the ſjeaſons—muſt alſo relate to the eſtabliſh- 
ment of that kingeom, or to the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, with 
which our Lord had evidently cloſely connected it. And if 
ſo we have a very ſtrong proof of the meaning of the phraſe 
in the beginniog of the 5th chapter of the 1 epiſtle to the 
Theſſalonians. Now concerning the times and ſeaſons, ye have 
a need that I write to you, for the day of the Lord ſo cometh as 
a thief in the night, Tho” they knew it was to be ſudden— 
rhey knew neither the day nor the hour It auas act in this reſpe& 
for them to knew the times and the ſeaſons, 


fort 
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fort one another with theſe words. To 
this, it may, I think, very fairly be added, 
that there are no collateral evidences that 
any enquiries were ever made concerning the 
time of the general judgment; and that nei- 
ther reaſon nor revelation give us any infor- 
mation about it; not to mention that ſuch 
an enquiry being a matter of mere curioſity, 
and of no uſe whatever to the important 
purpoſes of life, would hardly have been 
indulged with an anſwer. 


But my chief argument againſt the ap- 
plication of the beginning of the fifth 
chapter of this epiſtle, to the day of final 
judgment, is drawn from the language 
there adopted. It moſt certainly ſtrongly re- 
ſembles, and 1s the very ſame m ſenſe with 
the language which our Lord made uſe of, 
when deſcribing the deſtruction of Jeruſa- 
lem, That day was to come ſuddenly and 
unexpectedly.—To were to be at the mill 
two in the field—or two in a bed—the one to be 
taken and the other left. The Apoſtle, probably 
with aview to theſe expreſſions, ſays, Ye know 
perfectly that the day of the Lord ſo cometh as 
4 thief in the nigbt but that they (the ad- 
verſaries) ſhould ſay, Peace and ſafety, while 

H 4 ſudden 
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ſudden defiruftion was coming upon them. 


Again, the Evangeliſts, one and all. give 
directions o be watchful ; and St. Matthew 


and St. Luke add, the neceſſity of ſobriety ; 
the latter giving this as a particular reaſon 
for that ſobriety—that as a ſnare the cala- 
mity there deſcribed, would come on all them 
that dwell on the face of the whole earth. In 


the Theſſalonians it is intimated that un- 


believers were in darkneſs, and therefore in 
danger that that day ſhould come upon 
them as a thie - but that believers were 
well apprized of the ſuddenneſs of the 
coming of that day, and were therefore 
directed to be upon their guard. Let vs 
not fleeþ as do others—but let us watch and 
be ſober. Laſtly, the Evangeliſts mention 
the period of the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, 
as the time of deliverance to believers— 
When theſe things begin to come to paſs, then 
look up and lift up your heads, for your re- 
demption draweth nigh. So the Apoſtle 


Paul in this chapter, ver. 9.—for God hath 


not appointed us to wrath, but to obtain ſal- 
vation, by our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 


The ſecond epiſtle, it 1s allowed on all 
hands, was- written with an expreſs deſign 
of 
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of correcting a miſtake that had ariſen in 
the minds of the Theſſalonians upon the 
ſubject of the coming of Chriſt. There it 
is aſſerted that certain ſigns were to pre- 
cede that coming, whatever it was. Dr. 
Edwards has given 1t as his opinion, that 
the word enomaym means the coming of 
Chriſt to judgment, and of our being col- 
lected in one vaſt aſſembly. Mr. Arch 
Deacon Paley too, having quoted 1 Theſſ. 
chap. ib. ver. 16, 17, fays—This I ſuppoſe 
to be the gathering together unto him intended 
in the ſecond epiſtle ; and that the author, 
when he uſed theſe words, retained in his 


thoughts what he had written on the ſub- 
ject before, 


Now I cannot help obſerving, though 
with all deference to this very reſpectable 
and able writer, that the word erwwayum in 
the ſecond chapter of the ſecond Epiitle to 
the Theflalonians is not to be found in the 
latter end of the fourth chapter of the firſt 
epiſtle, nor any word that has the leaſt 
reſemblance to 1t, neither indeed has the 


ſucceeding chapter : but it may perhaps not 


be undeſerving of notice, that the words 
entwayzyw and riowatu are uſed by St. Mat- 


thew 


- 
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thew and St. Luke too, to expreſs our 
Lord's earneſt wiſnes to have ſaved the 
Jewiſh nation from impending ruin ; and 
the ſame words are likewiſe uſed to deſcribe 
the gathering of the elect from the four 
winds, in the day when the Son of Man 
ſhould appear in the clouds of heaven. I 
think, therefore, ſo far as I am capable of 
judging of the matter, that there is, at 
leaſt, as much reaſon for referring the ga- 
thering together unto him, to the deliverance 
which the Chriſtians would experience at 
the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, as to the day of 
final judgment. It is not, however, my inten- 
tion to enter farther upon the conſideration 
of this very intricate and difficult chapter; 
but, I cannot help obſerving, that ſome 
circumſtances ſtrongly poſſeſs my mind, 
which muſt, for the preſent at leaſt, bias me 
againſt the commonly received doctrine of 
the Man of Sin, viz.,—that the Theſſalonians 
{aw the myſtery of iniquity already work- 
ing—that they knew what withheld the 
revelation ' of the Man of Sin, and that 
they had before received a full deſcription 
of him from the Apoſtle Paul himſelf, — 
From theſe circumſtances, it may naturally 
enough be inferred, that they had a parti- 
cular intereſt in this matter; but if it re- 
lated 


1 


lated to the enormities that were practiſed 
in the church of Rome, many hundred 
years afterwards, it will be difficult to 
aſſign the reaſon of the Apoſtle's laying 
ſuch a ſtreſs upon the ſubject, as he evi- 
dently appears to have done, 


It is needleſs however to enlarge here, 
for our Univerſity Preacher ſo far agrees 
with me upon this head as to ſay, that 
< as in the one (epiſtle) dur Apoſtle inſi- 
© nuates that the day of the Lord might 
* poſſibly overtake his Theſlalonian con- 
« verts, yet (he) afterwards allerts in the 
« other, without the leaſt heſitation, that 
ee that day ſhall not come, except there come 
« a falling away firſt.” ( Ar an Apo- 
« ſtacy)--it neceſſarily and unavoidably fol- 
e Jows that this Apoſtacy muſt have ſprung 
e up and arrived at its maturity within the 
« compals of a few years; and that the ap- 
* plication of it to the corruptions which 
* have ſubſiſted in the Romiſh church, 
e muſt be abandoned as a defenceleſs and 
« extravagant conjecture.” It might be 
added, that if the latter end of the ivth 
and the beginning of the vth chapter of 
the firſt epiltle to the Theſlalonians relate 


to 
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to the day of judgment theſe Chriſtians 
are not only told of the near approach of 
this awful event, but they were directed 
to watch — to look out for it as not far 
off. It is, I think, beſides, a very juſt ob- 
ſervation of Dr. Edwards, „ That if St. 
% Paul had denied that the day of Chriſt 
« was approaching, or that it might hap- 
pen during the exiſtence of the Theſſa- 
« lonians, to whom he wrote, he would 
« indeed have directly contradicted what 
« he had plainly intimated in his firſt 
« epiſtle, but he means only to affirm 
e that the day was not af hand; that it 
« would not happen within a week, a 
« month, or a year.“ But if this was 
the Apoſtle's meaning, (as I have no doubt 
it was) it will follow that he could not 
have a reference to that awful appearance 
« of which he had given ſuch a ſublime 
« deſcription in the concluſion of the 1vth 
e chapter of his firſt epiſtle.“ For, could St. 
Paul could the Theilalonians—could any 
man who believed that Jeſus was the M-1- 
ſiah, entertain the idea that the day of 
judgment was approaching in this ſenſe 
of the word approaching? Would St. Paul 
have ſpoken of his departure as «p:rm A: 

hand ? 


6 


hand? Would he have foretold the caſting 


away of the Jews,. and their long conti- 
nuance in unbelief, together with their fu- 
ture reſtoration, when the fulneſs of the 
Gentiles ſhould open a way for that im- 
portant event, if he had thought that the 
final judgment would come in a few years ? 


That charity which thinketh no evil 
would lead one to hope that Dr. Edwards 
has not adopted this hypotheſis the more 
effectually to fix the imputation of the 
Apoſtle's having fixed upon an early pe- 
riod for the accompliſhment of an event 
which has not yet taken place—but what- 
ever was his motive, 1 will be bold to ſay, 
that it is not in his, or any man's power 
to prove that any ſuch thought ever entered 
into the mind of this great Apoſtle, He 
was too wiſe a man, and too well in- 
ſtructed in the Goſpel revelation, to ſup- 
pole this of him! For my own part, I 
have no doubt that the beginning of the 
fifth chapter of the firſt epiſtle to the Theſ- 
ſalonians, is a deſcription of the times and 
ſeaſons when the Jewiſh diſpenſation was to 
be cloſed, and the kingdom of the Meſſiah 
eſtabliſhed in its room. That the event 


was 
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was actually at hand, and the Theſſalonians, 
circumſtanced as they were, could not but 
be expecting the approach of that event. 
But ſuppoſing that I am not able to prove 
this, to the entire ſatisfaction of my readers 
—it will, at leaſt, be as difficult for Dr. 
Edwards to. prove that the day of judg- 
ment 1s here meant, and conſequently the 
intereſts of Chriſtianity will not be affected 
by reaſonings, that are, at beſt, but preca- 
rious and uncertain. 


Bat it is time to follow our learned 
Univerfity Preacher into the epiſtle to the 
Hebrews, where he endeavours to ſhew 
that the following paſlage relates to the day 
of judgment. ch. x. 25. Not forſaking the 


aſſembling of ourſelves together, as the manner 


of ſome is; but exhorting one another; and ſo 


much the more as ye ſee the day APPROACH= 


ING, 


The learned Preacher has employed 
ſome criticiſm 1n order to fix a ſenſe upon 
this paſſage which is ſuited to his own 
purpoſe but the judicious reader will not 
tail to obſerve that he has recourſe to the 
obſcure paſſage in 2d Theſſ. ii. 1. to 1 

that 


niit 


that emowayum means the coming of Chriſt 
to judgment, and of our being colleQed 
in one vaſt aſſembly, I have however 
already obſerved that the verb is twice 
uſed by our Saviour himſelf for gathering 
the Jewiſh nation under his protection, 
and with a view to prevent their deſtruc- 
tion,“ and I can ſee no objection to its 
being ſo uſed here.—It will, at leaſt, have 
this advantage, of reſcuing the Apoſtle 
from the accuſation of an error which one 


knows not how to account for his being 
guilty of! 


With reſpect to Dr. Edwards's criticiſm 
on the words Eyzararuno and vararumu. I have 
no particular objection to the ſignification 
of forgetting which he has affixed to them. 
That ſenſe will ſuit equally well the gather- 
ing together unto Chriſt, in one body, as 
the members of his viſible kingdom, which 
was to ſucceed the Moſaic diſpenſation, as 
to the convention of mankind before the 


* In St. Matthew (ch. xxiil. 37.) the word uſed is 


eniovayaysy. In St. Luke (ch. xiii. 34.) it is eniowatat, 
It is alſo to be obſerved, that the ſame word is uwied in 
the xxivth of Matthew, ver. 31. and in Mark xiii, 
ver. 27. 


tribunal 
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tribunal of Chriſt at the laſt day. But J 
muſt obſerve, that if this laſt ſenſe, which 
Dr. Edwards has attempted to eſtabliſh; 
were the true one, it might juſtly © be 
«© aſked—with what propriety the firſt 
« Chriſttans could be faid to ſee that the 
© day of judgment was approaching, 
« whereas at the diſtance of ſeventeen cen- 
e turies, no ſigns of it at all are diſcover- 
© able by us.” The anſwer of Dr. Ed- 
wards, which he challenges any one elſe 
to anſwer otherwiſe if he can, (though 
upon his own principles he cannot, I 
think conſider it as a juſt one, ) is that they 
conſidered the calamities which were over- 
taking the Jews as the viſible forerunners 
of that momentous period. Our Saviour 
himſelf, adds he, had expreſsly told his 
diſciples; So [ikewiſe ye, when ye ſee theſe 
things come to paſs, know ye that the kingdom 
ef God is nigh at hand. Luke xxi. 31. But 
I think I have proved, that this paſſage of 
our Lord does not relate {as Dr. Edwards 
would have us, on the authority of Dr. 
Sykes, to believe) to the glorious ſtate and 
perfection of the kingdom of God, in a 
future world ;* and there is as little reaſon 
to ſuppoiec that the Hebrews conſidered the 
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calamities which were overtaking their 
countrymen, as the viſible forerunners of 
the day of judgment, if by vile forerunners 
is meant the near approach of that awful 
period; for there is not a ſingle paſlage, 
which, when fairly interpreted, gives us 
any information of the time when it ſhall 
happen—much leſs that it was to happen 
within a ſhort time. The learned Preacher 
indeed ſays, that © the paſſage before us 
% aptly correſponds with the following of 
« St. Peter. (1 Pet. iv. 7.) The end of all 
* things is at band: be ye therefore ſober and 
© watch unto prayer; from whence he con- 
* cludes that“ By the end of all things is 
© undoubtedly to be underſtood the diſſo- 
ce lution of the world, and the appearance 
e of Chriſt:“ adding, that “as in the He- 
ce brews the Chriſtians were commanded 
« to exhort each other to the practice of 
« righteouſneſs, becauſe they ſaw the day 
approaching; ſo in St. Peter they were 
* admoniſhed to be ſober and watch unto 
„ prayer, becauſe the end of all things 
+ was at hand,” 


But upon what grounds does Dr. Ed- 
wards form this concluſion? Why, fays 


1 he, 
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he, we have ſufficiently ſhewn that the 
e end of the world is in this prophecy 
e interwoven with the demolition of Jeru- 
te ſalem.“ From this confident aſſertion, 
one might imagine, that Dr. Edwards has 
given the moſt ſatisfactory evidence of a 
reference to the two advents but we can- 
not learn this from the excellent epitome 
which he hath given of the xxivth of Mat- 
thew. Nor has he produced a ſingle ar- 
gument to prove that the xxxth verſe 
ſtrongly oppoſes, much leſs irrefragably 
confutes my opinion of that chapter's re- 
lating entirely to the deſtruction of Jeru- 
falem. The ſucceeding chapter, indeed, he 
has obſerved, 1s cloſely united with the 
former by the particle Then; and the 14th 
verſe firmly connected with the beginning 
by the particle For but Doctor Edwards 
has not even attempted to prove that this 
part of the chapter relates to the day of 
judgment. As to the remaining portion 
of that chapter, Dr. Seale has judiciouſly 
obſerved, that there 1s no connecting par- 
ticle whatever between the zoth and 3ift 
verſes—but ſuch a particle as 1s often uſed 
when a new ſubject is introduced. 
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With reſpect to the phraſe uſed by St. 
Peter—it is worthy of notice that the end 
of all things has a. ſtrong affinity to the 
end of the age, in the third verſe, and to the 
declaration in the 14th verſe, of the xxivth 
of Matthew—And then ſhall the end come: to 
which it may be added, that the advice of 
St. Peter, founded upon the aſſertion that 
that che end of all things is at band, is the very 
ſame which our Lord gave to his diſciples 
upon that occaſion. In both they are di- 
rected to watch and be ſober.* The pre- 
ſumption therefore 1s, that St. Peter, as well 
as St. Matthew, by the phraſe which he 
uſes, meant to deſcribe the near approach 
of the end of the Moſaic age. 


As to the declaration of the writer to 
the Hebrews, that thoſe Chriſtians ſaw 
the day approaching, its true meaning 
will beſt be gathered from the conſi- 
deration of the paſſage in its connection. 
And I ſhall beg leave to preſent it to the 
reader, nearly in the words in which I have 
before ſtated it, in my Illuſtration of vari- 
eus paſſages of Scripture, p. 67. 


* See Mat. xxiv. 42. Luke xxi. 34, 35, 36. 
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The exhortation of the Apoſtle, to be 
ſtedfaſt in the profeſſion of their faith; to 


cultivate brotherly love; to practice good 
works, and not to forſake the aſſembling 
of themſelves together ; are urged upon, 
them, by a motive peculiar to the ſtate of 
things at that time. Theſe were duties, 
which 1t was incumbent on them at all 
times to practice : but the Apoſtle directs 
them to excel in them, from the conſidera- 
tion of the events which were then about 
to take place. Let all theſe things be done; 


and ſo much the more, as YE SEE THE DAY 
APPROACHING, * 


It appears from the ſabſequent context, 
and from the nature of the Apoſtle's argu- 
ment, in the chapter which we are conſider- 
ing, that thoſe Hebrew Chriſtians to whom 
he wrote, were grievoully perſecuted, {moſt 


„The following is the note of Mr. J. Pierce upon this 
paſſage : ** Our Saviour, Mat. 24, had aſſured his diſciples, 
that the deſtruction of Jeruſalem ſhould be accompliſhed before 
that generation ſhould be dead, which were alive at the time 
of his ſpeaking ; he had likewiſe foretold them what ſhould be 
the figns of the appro ch of that heavy judgment. And it 
was eaſy for every one to perceive, from the number of years 
that were paſt at the time when this epiſtle was written, and 
from the circumftances in which the Jews then were, and other 


things mentioned by our Lord, that chat deſtruction could not 
be far off.” 


probably 
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probably by their unbelieving countrymen) 
and that, upon this account, they were 
ſtrongly tempted to withdraw themſelves 
from their religious aſſemblies, which, in 
their ſituation, would be a declaration that 
they were aſhamed of their profeſſion. And 
ſuch was the light in which the Apoſtle 
evidently viewed this conduct, ver. 26. JF 
wwe fin wilfully, that is, if we deliberately 
and wilfully apoſtatize, after that we have 
received the knowledge of the truth; after we 
have been convinced of the truth and ex- 
cellence of Chriſtianity ; there remaineth no 
more ſacrifice for ſins no other ſacrifice ſuf- 
ficient to atone for our ſins is left us, but 
a certain fearful looking for of judgment and 
fiery indignation, which ſhall devour the adver- 
fſaries—that is, thoſe who oppoſe or apoſta- 
tize from Chriſtianity. 


That this frning wilfully, or withdraw- 
ing from the Chriſtian aſſemblies, was a 
deſertion, or apoſtacy from Chriſtianity, 
that better covenant, which was eſtabliſhed 
upon better promiſes, is plain, from the in- 
ſtance which the Apoſtle adduces in the 
verſes immediately following, ver. 28, 29, zo. 
He that deſpiſed Moſes's law, died without 


13 mercy, 
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mercy, under the hand of two or three witneſſes, 
Of how much ſorer puniſhment ſhall he be 
thought worthy, who has trodden under foot the 
Son of God, and hath counted the blood of the 
covenant, wherewrth be was ſanctiſied, an un- 
holy thing, or more properly, common 
blood, and has done deſpite unto the ſpirit of 
graces For we know bim that hath ſaid— 
Vengeance belongeth to me; I will recompence 
faith the Lord. And again—The Lord ſhall 
judge his people. And to impreſs, with ſtill 
greater force, this argument upon their 
minds, he adds, ver 31. 1 zs a fearful thing 
to fall into the hands of the living God. 


The judicious reader cannot fail to ob- 
ſcrve, that the puniſhments which were 
inflicted upon the deſpiſers of Moſes's law 
were all of a temporal kind; and as theſe 
were ſet before them, as examples from which 
they might take warning, it may reaſonably 
be inferred that he alludes to temporal 
puniſhments to be inflicted on thoſe who 
deſerted from the Chriſtian faith; eſpeci- 
ally if 1t be conſidered that the quotations 
from the Old Teſtament, are likewiſe de- 
icriptive of temporal judgments. 


in 


( 19 ) 

In the 25th verſe, we have taken notice 
that the Apoſtle directed the Hebrews nor 
* to forſake the aſſembling of themſelves together, 
from the conſideration that he day, the 
time of their deliverance was approaching. 
In theſe laſt verſes he diſſuades them from 
it, by ſetting before them the great danger 
of Apoſtacy. q. d. You are now in a ſtate 
of perſecution from your countrymen, 
which, in a little time, if you are patient, 
will be removed! You may, indeed, by 
apoſtacy, eſcape it ; but by ſo doing, you 
will expoſe yourſelves to ſtill greater cala-» 


mities, which are ready to overtake the 
unbelieving Jews, 


In the 32d verſe, this argument is ſe- 
conded by another, drawn from their for- 
mer manly behaviour under ſufferings, it 
ſhould ſeem from the terms uſed in the 
Greek, ſtill more dreadful than thoſe to 
which they were now expoſed. But call to 
remembrance the former days, in which, after 
ye were illuminated, after ye had embraced 
Chr iſtianity, ye endured, Tory aianow Tahnuatoy 
a great conflict of afflictions; partly while ye 
were made a gazing ſtock, beat pigomevor expoſed 
as upon a public theatre, 4 by reproaches 


14 and 


and aflictions, and partly, while ye becant? 
companions of them that were ſo uſed; for ye 
bad compaſſion of me, in my bonds, and took 
oyfully the ſpoiling of vour goods, knowing in 
yourſelves that ye have in heaven a better 
and enduring ſubſiance.* Such being. their 
noble and truly praiſe worthy conduct in 
times of paſt difficulty and trouble, the 
Apoſtle continues his argument, and urges 
them to continued perſeverance, ver. 35. 
Caſt not away therefore your confidence, which 
hath, even now, in this preſent life, great 
recompence of reward; for ye have have till 
need of patience, that after ye have done the will 
of God ye might receive the promiſe, the pro- 
miſe of deliverance : for, yet a little while 


and he that ſhall come, will come, and will 
not tarry. 


+ Tt is to be obſerved, that in the perſecution to which the 
Apoſtle here alludes, the proſpect of a reward in heaven ani- 
mated the Chriſtians under their ſufferings, and certainly a 
firm belief of a future ſtate of rewards, was ſufficient to ſup- 
port them in the moſt trying circumſtances. This ptoſpect 
was ſtill before chem, and ought to have its influence; but it 
was an additional motive to fidelity, of which the Apoſtle 
could not but avail himſelf, that the time was at hand, wben 
they ſhould be delivered from their preſent troubles; and a 
very powerful one it was, for, it is a truth that no one will 
diſpute, that human nature is moſt affected by proſpects, 
w hether of good or evil, that are neareſt at hand, 


It 
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It is 1 think difficult to conceive that the 
Apoſtle 1s here ſpeaking of any other com- 
ing than that which our Lord had foretold 
would happen in that generation. The 
language, we may obſerve, 1s extremely 
fimilar to his. The day approaching, 1n the 
25th verſe; the chain of reaſoning pre- 
ceding and ſubſequent to it; the ſituation 
and circumſtances theſe Hebrew Chriſtians 
were in; the defign of the whole epiſtle, 
which manifeſtly was, to ſhew the great 
ſupertority of the Chriſtian, to the Moſaic 
diſpenſation; and the time when it was 
written—all conſpire to confirm me in the 
opinion that the Apoſtle had the deſtruc- 
tion of Jeruſalem in view, in the chapter 
before us. The manner too, in which the 
Apoſtle concludes the argument, is per- 
fectly conſonant to this interpretation. 
ver. 38. Now the juſt, by faith fhall live, that 
is, ſhall preſerve his life; but if any man 
draws back, or forſakes the profeſſion of 
Chriſtianity, by withdrawing from the 
publie aſſemblies, my ſoul ſhall have no plea— 
ſure in him: he ſhall not receive the pro- 
miſed deliverance and protection, which 
belongs only to thoſe who continue faith- 
ful. In the laſt verſe, the Apoſtle ex- 
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preſſes his confidence, that the arguments 
which he had laid before them, would have 
their due weight and influence upon their 
minds; that they would not apoſtatize 
&; anoxziay tO their deſtruction, but act be- 
coming their character and profeſſion, and 
thereby have a title at we to redemp- 
tion or deliverance. We are not of thoſe who 
draw back unto perdition, but of them that be- 
lieve, to the ſaving of the ſoul, 


It may be obſerved farther, that if the 
declaration of the Apoſtle, that the He- 
brews ſaw the day approaching, and that it 
was but A LITTLE WHILE and be that 
ſhould come, would come and would not tarry, 
related to the day of final judgment, he 
ſaid what was not true. It was not a lit- 


tle while, but would be many ages before 
that event would take place; nor could 


he, with any propriety, ſay, that Hey 
faw it approaching. If, on the other hand, 
under theſe ideas of contiguity, he ſpoke 
of the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, his lan- 
guage was that of perfect accuracy and 
preciſion; for it is the opinion of the 
moſt able judges, that this epiſtle was 
written in the year 63, and the Jewiſh 

war 


e 


war broke out in the year 66, ſo that it 
was indeed but a little while, and he that 


ſhould come would come and would not tarry. 


To conclude--If the gradation of language 
uſed by the Apoſtle Paul, and by the other 
Apoſtles, in this and other epiſtles upon this 
ſubject, is compared, it will, perhaps, af- 
ford ſtrong corroborating evidence that the 
meaning which we have been endeavouring 
to eſtabliſh, is the true one. In the Firſt of 
the two epiſtles to the Theſſalonians, which 
were written in the year 52, the attention 
of believers is directed to the limes and ſca- 


ſens, and they are, at the ſame time, told 


they knew perfectiy that the day of the Lord 


ſo cometh as a thief in the night, and on that 


account they were exhorted to watch, In 
the ſecond epiſtle, the Apoſtle aſſerts that 
Chriſt ſhould net come unleſs there came an 
apoſtacy firſt ; i. e. until certain ſigns had 
intervened, which had not yet made their 
appearance. The epiſtles to the Romans 
and to the Philippians were written, the 
former fix, and the latter ten years later, 
and in both of them St, Paul declares 
that the Lord was at hand, In that of St. 
James, which is ſuppoſed to have been 


written 
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Written in the ſame year with the epiſtle 
to the Phillippians, that Apoſtle ſays, rhe 
coming of the Lord draweth nigh. In the 
epiſtle to the Hebrews, which is the ſub- 
ject of our preſent attention, and which 
was written in the ſpring of the year 63, 
the Apoſtles language, as we have ob- 
ſerved 18—tbe day is approaching—and, Yet 
a little while and he that ſhall come will come, 
and will not tarry. But it is remarkable 
that St. John's firſt epiſtle ſeems to inti- 
mate that it was ſtill nearer : Little chil- 
dren, this is THE LAST HOUR; and it 1s 
particularly worthy of our notice, that he 
gives this reaſon for its being the laſt hour — 
There are many Antichriſts ; 1. e. many who 
aſſume the character of the Meſſiah, in 
oppoſition to Jeſus the true Meſſiah, 
whereby, ſays he, we now that it is THE 
LAST HOUR, The attentive reader wall 
immediately recolle&t the words of our 
Lord when deſcribing the ſigns of the ap- 
proaching deſtruction of Jeruſalem. Many 
Hall come in my name, ſaying, I Au CHRIS T— 
and they ſhall ſay to you, Lo, here is Chriſt, or 
there, believe it not—for there ſhall ariſe FALSE. 
CuRISTS, &c.* 
* See Mat. xxiv. 5, 24. Mark xiii. 6, 21, 22. Luke 
XXi. 8. 
I am 


1 


I am very ſenſible that the opinions of 
the learned are much divided about the 
time when this epiſtle was written, and 
that Dr. Lardner, whoſe dates I have fol- 
lowed, with reſpect to the other epiſtles, 
has fixed the date of this epiſtle nine or ten 
years after the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, 
But I beg leave to ſubmit it to conſidera» 
tion whether it is at all probable that any 
pretenders to the Meſſiahſhip would ariſe 
ſo ſoon after that ſevere and fatal blow 
was ſtruck? Or, if there were any, how 
could they infer from thence that it was 
the laſt hour? Beſides, if this epiſtle was 
written after the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, 
to ſome perſons it may ſeem ſtrange that 
there is not the ſlighteſt hint given of 
the accompliſhment of our Lord's predio- 
tion ; but upon this circumſtance I mean 
not to lay any very great ſtreſs; for it 
may be ſaid, and with great truth, that 
the fact was too notorious to require par- 
ticular notice, I cannot however but 
think that the other circumſtances of our 
Lord's prediction that Antichriſls would 
ariſe, and that St. John's ſaying many ſuch 
were then actually riſen, are very ſtrong 
proofs that this epiſtle was written fome 
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ſhort time before the deſtruction of Jeru- 
falem.* &4nd if fo I infer, that theſe gra- 
dations of language fo ſtrikingly obſer- 
vable in the epiſtles of the New Teſta- 
ment, are highly worthy of attention, and 
very deciſive evidences that the Apoſtles 
had no thoughts of deſcribing the final 
judgment of the world as near approach- 
ing. They probably meant, by theſe ex- 
preſſions, (which from the general manner 
in which they are made uſe of, muſt have 
been perfectly well underſtood by every 
Chriſtian of thoſe times) delicately to hint 
the ſpeedy accompliſument of our Lord's 
prophecies concerning the deſtruction of 
Jeruſalem, and at the ſame time to inti- 
mate a farther extenſion of the Meſſiah's 
kingdom, agreeably to the declaration of 


* After I had written this, it gave me pleaſure to find Bp. 
Newcome of the ſame opinion. I am inclined, ſays he, to 
place the writing of St, Joba's firſt epiſtle a few years before 
the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, And be quotes Grotius's note 
on Ch. ii. 18. as well worth conſidering. Ultima hora, i. e. 
ultimum tempus, ubi ad Judæos ſer mo eſt, ſfignificat tempus 
proximum excidio urbis ac templi et reipublice Judeorum, 
And the words, whereby wwe inoew that it is the laſt time, have 
much force, if we ſuppoſe that they refer to our Lord's pro- 
phecies, See Bp. Newcome's Obſervations, &c. p. 192, and 
the note, It ſeems wonderful how any other interpretation, 
with thete prophecies in view, could have been adopted! 


our 


( 17 ) 


our Saviour— that the kingdom of God fhould 
be taken from the Jews, and given che to a 
nation—or to the Gentiles, who ſhould bring 


forth the fruits thereof. 


In this view of the ſubject, the attentive 
reader cannot fail to obſerve a perfect har- 
mony and conſiſtency in the language of 
our Saviour and his Apoſtles, Our Lord, 
in the beginning of his miniſtry, declared, 
that the kingdom of heaven was at hand, 
Upon the credit of this declaration, which 
exactly coincided with the general expec- 
tation of the Jews, his diſciples attached 
themſelves to him from a ſuppoſition that 
he might be their Meſſiah. When by an 
intimate acquaintance with him, and by 
the mighty works which they ſaw him 
perform, they were convinced that his 
claim to that character was juſtly founded, 
and that he was in reality the very per- 
ſon of whom Moſes and the Prophets had 
wrote—lt was natural for them, impa- 
tiently, to expect that he would aſſume 
the dignity which they had affixed to that 
important office. But, inſtead of this, 
they were told of the difficulties which 
they had to encounter—of the ſufferings 


and 
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and death which he himſelf was to un- 
dergo, and of the terrible deſtruction 
which was to befall their unhappy coun- 
try. Their aſtoniſhment, on the predic- 
tion of events like theſe, was exceſſive, 
and they were utterly unable to reconcile 
them with their preconceived notions of the 
nature of the Meſſiah's kingdom. To 
ſupport their drooping {ſpirits upon theſe 
trying occaſions, our Lord thought it ne- 
ceſſary to repeat his original aſſurances of 
the coming of his kingdom, and to point out 
a given period within which that kingdom 
would be erected. Theſe aſſurances were 
held out to them upon all theſe occaſions, 
intermixed with ſome ſeaſonable hints ta 
check the ardour of their ambition, and 
to correct their falſe notions of the nature 
of the Meſſiah's kingdom, and they were 
continued till the cloſe of our Saviour's 
miniſtry. And no where were theſe aſ- 
ſurances more expreſsly, or more fully 
raade, than when, in compliance with 
their requeſt, he particularly enlarged 
upon the ſigns of his coming, and plainly 
told them they would have ample ſatis- 
faction that his original declaration would 
þe fulfilled, when the deſtruction which 
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he had forefold was coming upon them, 
was accompliſhed. When their Lord and 
Maſter was afterwards received- up into 
heaven, and this important event began to 


approach, the apoſtles adopt expreſſions 


which plainly ſignify their firm belief that 
his predictions were juſt about to have their 
completion. The kingdom of heaven is at hand. 
There are ſome ſtanding here who ſhall not taſte 
of death till they ſee the kingdom of God. When ye 
fee theſe things come to paſs, ye know—or rather 
ye will know, that the kingdom of God is nigh 
at hand. So ſaid our Saviour. His Apoſtles 
ſay, The Lord is at hand—the day is ap- 
proaching. Net a little while and he that ſhall 
come will come, and will not tarry. This is 
the laſt hour and there are many Antichriſts, 
qwhereby ye know that it is the laſt hour, 


One could hardly, a priori, have ima- 
gined, that theſe paſſages of the Apoſtles 
could have been miſunderſtood by thoſe 
who were in poſſeſſion of the early hiſtory 
of our Lord's life, and were acquainted 
with his language, and with the ſtrong pre- 
judices, concerning the nature of the Meſ- 
ſiah's kingdom, which viſibly actuated the 
whole conduct of his diſciples, even till 
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after his reſurrection. But that they have 
been miſtaken 1s evident, not merely from 


the reſemblance of the language, but from 
an actual inveſtigation of our Lords lan- 
guage in its connection, which is the only 
ſatisfactory method of aſcertaining the 
meaning of any writer; and from his 
expreſs declaration, that the kingdom of 
heaven would continue to be at hand till 
the diſciples ſaw the things come to paſs 
which were connected with the deſtruction 
of Jeruſalem, 


The meaning of the Apoſtles, when they 
uſe this language, may not perhaps {from 
the nature of epiſtolary writings) in every 
inſtance, be fo clearly traced by the con- 
nection—but that they did, when they 
wrote their epiſtles, expect the eſtabliſh- 
ment of the Meſſiah's kingdom, upon the 
diſſolution of the Moſaic diſpenſation—it 
is abſolutely impoſſible, without flying in the 
face of the moſt poſitive evidence, to deny. 
In the epiſtle to the Hebrews, which (as we 
have already obſerved) was written about 
the year 58—the author aſſerts of Chriſt, 
that he hath obtained a more excellent miniſtry 
(than Moſes) by how much be is the Mediator 
of a better covenant, which was eſtabliſhed upon 

better 
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better promiſes ; for if that covenant had been 
faultleſs, then ſhould no place have been ſought 
for the ſecond. For finding fault with the firſt, 
be ſaith to them, 1. e. to the Jews, Behold the 
days come, ſaith the Lord, when 1 will make 
a New Covenant with the houſe of Iſrael, and 
with the bouſe of Judah: upon which the 
Apoſtle thus remarks, ver. 13. In that he 
faith, a New Covenant, he has made the firſt 
Old, or of no value. Now that which decayeth 
and waxed old, is ready to vaniſh away. 


The fame kind of reaſoning is uſed, 
ch. xii. 25. Having ſaid, ver. 24. that bey 
were come to Jeſus, the Mediator of the New 
Covenant, and to the bleed of ſprinkling, which 
ſpeaketh better things than the blood of Abel— 
the author founds' this argument upon it. 
See that ye refuſe not him that ſpeaketh, i. e: 
Jeſus ; for if they eſcaped not, who refuſed him 
that ſpoke by his meſſenger Moſes, on earth— 
much more ſhall not we eſcape, if we turn away 
from him that ſpeaketh from heaven; whoſe voice 
then ſhook the earth ; but now he hath promiſed, 
ſaying, yet once more, T ſhake not the earth only, 
but alſo heaven. And this word once more fig- 
nfieth the removing of thoſe things which are 
Shaken, as of things that are made, that thoſe 
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things which cannot be ſhaken, may remain: 
Wherefore we, receiving a kingdom, (the king- 
of the Meſſiah) which cannot be moved, which, 
agreeable to the prediction of the Prophet 
Daniel, was to be an everlaſting kingdom 
—let us have grace, whereby we may ſerve God 
acceptably, and with gedly fear; for our God 


is a conſuming fire. 


The judicious reader will obſerve that 
the Apoſtle plainly diſtinguiſnes the Neu 
Covenant from the Old one, which he aſſerts 
was ready to vaniſh away. The like decla- 
ration he makes in the firſt chapter, where 
the argument of the ſuperiority of Chriſt 
to Moſes 1s ſimilar to that in the paſſages 
which we have recited. That the deſtruc- 
tion of Jeruſalem was completed ſoon after 
the writing of the epiſtles the records of 
hiſtory give us the moſt ample aſſurances 
—that the accompliſhment of that awful 
event was the opening a great and effectual 
door to the eſtabliſhment of Chriſt's king- 
dom among the Gentiles none, I preſume, 
will diſpute ; and that our Lord's original 
prediction, that the kingdom of heaven 
was at hand, was then accompliſhed in its 
literal meaning, muſt be admitted by every 
| impartial 
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impartial perſon. The coming of this 
kingdom 1s very properly termed is com- 
ing his coming in his kingdom and by other 
phraſes of the like import. In ſhort, the 
whole of the doctrine of the coming of 
Chriſt, may, in a few words, be conſidered 
as a prediction of the eſtabliſhment of the 
Goſpel diſpenſation; and the Goſpel hiſ- 
tory, as a plain narration of the comple- 
tion of that prediction, and of the means 
by which it was brought about. 


If this is a juſt view of the ſubject, we 
may then ſee not only the futility of the 
objections of unbelievers, but the truth of 
Chriſtianity fully confirmed. This doc- 
trine, ill underſtood, has been long thought 
to bear hard upon its credit; but we are 
very much deceived, if the light in which 
it has now been conſidered, will not add 
a luſtre to our religion, which muſt have 
great weight with the thinking part of 
mankind. We cannot but perceive that 
it harmonizes molt exactly with the known 
ſentiments and expectations of the Jewiſh 
nation at the time of our Lord's appear. 
ance, We ſee the natural workings of the 
human mind in the conduct of the Apoſtles, 


all 
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all the time of their Maſter's life, and 
while they remained under the influence 
of thoſe prejudices which they had imbibed 
concerning the nature of the Meſſiah's king- 
dom; and we trace, in that conduct, all the 
marks of an authentic and genuine hiſtory. 
Every thing in their behaviour 1s natural 
and in character; and we almoſt feel that 
the diſcoveries which our Lord at different 
times made to them, would have influenced 
us exactly in the ſame manner, as it did 
them, had we been in their ſituation, and 
lived in thoſe times ! 


APPEND I Xx. 


T was originally intended to confine our thoughts 
ſolely to the conſideration of the preceding ſubject; 
which, at a ſceptical ra like the preſent, it is hoped may 
prove a ſeaſonable antidote againſt the attacks of Infi - 
delity. But our learned Univerſity Preacher has ad- 
vanced an objection againſt the Miracles of the Goſpel, 
with ſuch an air of triumph, as will, we truſt, juſtify the 
hazarding a few obſervations upon it. Having ſaid that 
« the learned Jortin, in the firſt of his diſcourſes con- 
« cerning the truth of the Chriſtian religion, has enu- 
&* merated the ſeveral cauſes, which, in his opinion con- 
« curred to hinder the Jews from embracing the Goſ- 
cc pel,” 


F 7% 


( 135 } 


« pel,“ he adds“ It will be ſufficient to obſerve in 
« general that though each of the prejudices, which he 
6 has ſpecified might have inſpired the Jews with an 
« averſion to Chriſt, had he been nothing more than an 
« unaſſiſted teacher of righteouſneſs, yet their united 
“ force would have been irreſiſtibly borne down by the 
« natural influence of an undoubted miracle.”* 


This argument he has not heſitated to inſinuate is un- 
anſwerable! And indeed, if it can be proved that the 
natural influence of an undoubted miracle is irreſiſtible, 
it muſt be acknowledged that it is not poſſible to contrive 
a more compleat refutation of Chriſtianity than is con- 
tained within its own records. Every page would then 
contain a complete demonſtration of its falſehood !* One 
thing, however, will occur to every man's mind, that 
the authors of the Goſpel Hiſtory had no conception 
that the natural influence of a miracle was irreſiſtible ; 
and it is equi lly certain, that the great multitudes who at 
firſt embraced Chriſtianity, were not in poſſeſſion of Dr. 
Edwards's infallible recipe for the diſcovery of an im- 
poſture—for if they were, Chriſtianity muſt have been 
ſtifled in its birth, and the Advocates of Infidelity would 
have been ſpared the infinite pains which have been taken 
to impair its credit! 


But what proofs, it may be aſked, does Dr, Edwards 
furniſh us with, of the natural irreſiſtibility of an un- 
doubted miracle? He is ſo far from giving any evi- 
dences of the natural influence of a miracle, that ſome 
doubts plainly hang about even him, of the ſolidity of his 
own hypotheſis, though he ſpeaks of it with ſuch an air of 
confidence. Till it can be aſcertained, ſays he, with 
ſome degree of preciſion, what effect a real and ſenſible 


See Dr. Edwards's iſt ſer, Pp. 10, 
miracle, 
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miracle, wrought in confirmation of a future retribution, 
would produce in the mind of a Pagan, it will be im- 
poſſible to eſtimate how far this influence might be coun- 
teracted by temporal allurements, if indeed it would be 
counteracted at all, 


To me it appears, that till the learned Preacher had 
aſcertained with ſome degree of preciſion what effect 
a natural and ſen6ble miracle would produce, he ought 
not to have aſſerted that it was irreſiſtible, much leſs 
have levelled ſuch an argument againſt Chriſtianity, as a 
proof of its falſehood ! But the fact is, we can have no 
knowledge of the natural influence of a miracle, but from 
experience, which is our only guide in judging of the 
natural influence of other things, as well as of miracles, If 
indeed Dr. Edwards can prove that all things operate upon 
the human mind, in exact proportion to their evidence, 
and to their natural influence, and that no other cauſes 
can intervene to counteract that evidence, or deſtroy that 
influence, 1 will then allow the natural influence of an 
undoubted miracle to be irreſiſtible, and conſequently 
that Chriſtianity is a deviſed fable—but the fartheſt in 
the world from being a cunning one, But are there no 
inſtances of the phenomena of the natural world failing 
to produce the effects which they are naturally calculated 
to produce upon the mind? Have we no examples of the 
operation of other cauſes to counteract their natural influ- 
ence? Is the learned Univerſity Preacher fo inattentive to 
what paſſes in the world, as not to perceive that vice har- 
dens the heart that ſacrifices are ſometimes made of truth 
to intereſt of virtue to ambition? and that human beings 
jn particular circumſtances, act againſt the clear dictates 
of their own minds? A miracle, it is true, on account 
| of 
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of its uncommonneſs, is a more ſtriking phenomenon 
than any events, however great, which can be accounted 
for from natural cauſes, and therefore better calculated 
to rouſe attention, to impreſs the mind, and to influ- 
ence the conduct of the ſpeCtator—but it does not ap- 
pear to me to have the power of rooting out bad habits, 
and of deſtroying the prominent features of ambition 
and the love of the world, ſo notoriouſly prevalent 
among thoſe before whom our Saviour's miracles were 
wrought. Not even our Lord's own diſciples could be 
cured of their prejudices concerning the worldly king- 
dom of the Meſſiah, till facts, ſtubborn facts, which 
directly oppoſed the very ſuppoſition of a temporal king- 
dom, convinced them they were ill founded. 


There is, however, I acknowledge, one ſenſe in which 
2 miracle is irreſiſtible. If a miracle is fairly and openly 
wrought—it is abſolutely impoflible for the ſpectator not 
to believe the exiſtence of that miracle. If a man reſtores 
a limb to another, in my preſence, which was wanting 
—it is not in my power, if I make uſe of my eyes, to 
withhold my belief of that miracle. Conviction of its 
reality muſt follow. Where doubt exiſts, it muſt, in 
my eſtimation, proportionably affect the credibility of 
that miracle. But does it neceſſarily follow that a con- 
viction of the reality of the miracle muſt influence my 
conduct, or that it will deſtroy the natural influence of 
other principles upon my mind ? 


To apply this reaſoning to the miracles of the Goſpel 
—the evidence of their reality appears to have been to 
complete, that not a man in Judea, who ſaw them per- 
formed, or who had an opportunity of examining into 
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their truth, ever queſtioned their authenticity, If a 
ſingle inſtance could be produced from the Evang:lical 
Hiſtory of a perſon diſbelieving the truth of any one 
miracle which was wrought by our Lord—it would 
doubtleſs bring diſcredit upon the authenticity of that 
miracle, and fo far injure the credit of the performer. 
This I confeſs would, in my opinion, do more towards 
invalidating their claim to our belief, than all the objec- 
tions of unbelievers put together. But happily for the 
cauſe of Chriſtianity, no ſuch inſtance is to be found in 
the whole of its records—nor any thing like a doubt, that 
the miracles of Jeſus were really performed This is an 
evidence, though, properly ſpeaking, only of the negative 
kind, which is of no ſmall conſequence to authenticate 
the miracles of the Goſpel—but how greatly is it en- 
hanced by the numerous poſitive acknowledgments of 
their reality, both among the common people and their 
rulers? Many of the miracles of Chriſt were of ſuch a 
nature as to be authenticated or confuted long after they 
were wrought. In the caſe of the man that was born 
blind, infinite pains ſeem to have been taken to fift the 
matter to the bottom, and the rulers of the Jews were 
manifeſtly extremely deſirous of bringing diſcredit upon 
the cure—but the more they inveſtigated the matter, the 
brighter and the more conſpicuous were the evidences of 
its reality. They could not deny the truth—but they 
diſmiſſed the man with this poor ſubterfuge, that Chriſt 
was a inner, becauſe he had wrought miracles on the 

| ſabbath day. The reſurrection of Lazarus likewiſe was 
equally capable of the ſtricteſt ſcrutiny, and the bright 
conviction of its truth, led the Jews to conſult how they 
might put him to death. The reſurrection of our Lord 
himſelf was fully confirmed by the filly invention, that 
the 
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the diſciples had ſtolen his dead body while the guards 
were aſleep. This grand event had been predicted by 
himſelf, and limited to the ſhort ſpace of three days, 
—The Jewiſh rulers were in poſſeſſion of his dead body, 
which was depoſited in a new tomb, hewn out of the 
ſolid rock. They were aware of his prediction; and 
to prevent the poſſibility of a fraud—a guard was ſet—a 
ſtone. was rolled to the mouth of the ſepulchre, and the 
guards were regularly changed, according to military 
cuſtom. In ſhort, every precaution was taken which 
human ſagacity could deviſe, to prevent a fictitious re- 
ſurrection- but behold a power greater than that of the 
guard, burſt the bars of the grave, removed the ſtone 
from the door of the ſepulchre, and re-animated the life- 
leſs body of the crucified Jeſus, His reſurrection was 
openly atteſted by his Apoſtles within a few days after- 
wards, in the very city where he ſuffered death ; and 
the Jews had no other means of evading the truth of 
their aſſertion, than by declaring that the guard were 
aſleep while the body was ſtolen away ; which, in ſuch 


circumſtances, was equivalent to the acknowledgment of 
a real reſurrection, 


As to the authenticity of the records of theſe miracles, 
the appeal muſt be to the common method, by which the 
truth of any remote facts are to be aſcertained. It is 
well obſerved by a writer of high repute upon the ſubject,“ 
that as the relation of the Chriſtian miracles is only an 
hiſtorical fact, it can only be expected that it ſhould have 
juſt ſuch a proportion of probability as other hiſtorical facts 
have. And this, ſays he, is indeed the caſe all the reaſon 
we have for believing the truth of any part of ancient hiſto- 
ry, of the Carthaginian, for inſtance, or Peloponneſian wars, 

the 
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the ſame we have for the belief of the performance of 
miracles; for do we believe the one upon the credit of 
impartial hiſtorians of thoſe wars, as Thucydides and 
Livy ?---fo muſt we do the other on the credit of im- 
partial hiſtorians of thoſe affairs, as St. Matthew and St. 
John. Were Thucydides and Livy ſuch honeſt men, 
that they allow no ſuſpicion of their joining in falſhood, 
and a deſign to impoſe on ſucceeding ages? Much more 
fo were the Saints and Apoſtles. Were Thucydides and 
Livy again ſo well acquainted with the matter of fact, 
that as they had no mind to deceive others, ſo they could 
not be impoſed on themſelves? Certainly ſo were the 
Saints and Apoſtles, as being eye witneſſes to the tranſ- 
actions. 


If the records of the Goſpel will bear to be ſcrutinized 
with ſeverity on the ſubject of their authenticity ; if there 
are ſuch marks of truth in theſe records, conſidered merely 
as an hiſtory, as are to be found in any other hiſtory 
whatſoever ; it is extremely unphiloſophical to ſuffer rea- 
ſonings to which no experience has ever given counte- 
nance to overturn the truth of well atteſted facts. Dr. 
Edwards may bluſh for the anſwer of the Remonſtrant's 
Profeſſor, when he appeals to the Goſpel Miracles as 
well attetied facts: but if they are facts, why not give 
them the credit which is due to them, and which we 
heſitate not to give to other facts? If they are not 
facts, let this be fairly proved, and we deſire no eredit to 
be given them. As we do not call upon men to believe 
without evidence, we ſee no reaſon- incredulity 
which has no evidence to ſupport it.” - 
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